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Editorial 








Coronavirus is the symptom, 
let’s fight against the system 


Coronavirus has reshaped the boundaries 
of the possible. The unprecedented level 
of state intervention into whole areas of 
economic and personal life has exposed the 
lie that the government - or the state - can't 
do anything about capitalism's disasters. 

By the time you read this issue, the 
Tory government will have started to wind 
down their emergency furlough scheme, 
arguing that ‘not everybody’s job can 
be saved’ But why not? Why do multi- 
national corporations get taxpayer-funded 
bailouts, which are immediately paid out 
in dividends to investors, while waiters and 
actors get pointed to the Jobcentre? 

Unfortunately, so far the response 
from most trade unions, particularly in 
the private sector destined to be worst 
hit by the jobs massacre, has been feeble. 
Cuts to working hours, pay cuts, voluntary 
redundancies — the same failed recipe 
deployed to ‘protect industry’ in the great 
crisis of 2008 are now being wheeled out 
again. 

Yet today, over a decade on from 
capitalism’s last great convulsion, average 
real wages are still lower than they were in 
2009, despite the government's headline- 
grabbing ‘pay rise’ for public sector workers. 
As unemployment starts to rise on the 
same curve as the inevitable second wave of 
coronavirus, this autumn will be a critical 
time to organise our resistance. 

If we miss the opportunity, we face a 
repeat of the grim lessons of the 1980s: 
mass unemployment which takes its toll 
on working class combativity, a new lost 
generation of young people without work, 
training, or even housing, long grinding 
years of a ruling class offensive by the Tory 
government and a Labour party shifting 
ever rightwards under the pressure. 

But there is hope. This summer 
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Huawei: 
taking back 
control? 


BY PETER MAIN 





onald Trump’s boast of his role 

in the UK decision not to use 

Huawei equipment for 5G - “T 

did it myself for the most part 

... [told many countries that, if 
they want to do business with us, they can’t 
use it” - throws a clear light on the realities 
of world politics. Whatever Leave voters 
may have believed Brexit would bring, this 
was exactly the relationship that US Alt- 
Right figures like Robert Mercer and Steve 
Bannon had in mind when they backed 
Farage and the Leave campaign. 

Although Barack Obama, with his 
“Pivot to the Pacific’, had already signalled 
Washington's dawning realisation of China's 
potential as a world power, this was far too 
timid for the hawks of foreign policy. For 
them, proof of the danger was provided. 
by David Cameron’s government opening 
the door to practically unlimited Chinese 
investment into the UK - he even laid on a 
state visit and dinner with the Queen for Xi 
Jinping. 

Coupled with the One Belt, One Road 
foreign investment strategy Xi had adopted, 
the way was open to a future economic 
rival straddling the Eurasian landmass. 

At all costs, that had to be stopped. 
Undermining the fragile unity of the EU 
through Brexit marked a strategic advance 
towards that goal. 

The Huawei issue also underlines the 
differing strengths and weaknesses of the 
two main imperialist rivals. China now has 
the edge on the US in the production of 
such high-tech equipment - that in itself 
would have been unthinkable not so long 
ago. Nonetheless, part of the technical 
design of the microprocessors used by 
Huawei originates in the US and the ban on 
its use is what gave Trump leverage. 

Huawei, naturally, had stockpiled 
supplies so that production could continue 
but, once the US ban was proclaimed, any 
country using the completed equipment 
would be “guilty” of breaking the US 
sanction. That was the basis upon which 





Trump could make his, very real, threat, “.. 
if you want to do business with us...” 

Any country that refused to comply 
would open itself to US sanctions, and 
the US still controls the world’s financial 
system. Any country contemplating refusal 
would only need to ask Venezuela what the 
consequences could be. 

As for the UK, having triumphantly 
“taken back control” from Brussels, it 
finds itself wide open to bullying from all 
sides. Washington can obviously dictate 
the terms of any “free trade” deal, Brussels 
can impose tariffs on exports and, possibly, 
begin freezing the City of London out of 
its financial system, and Beijing can either 
withdraw its huge investments or demand 
concessions in other sectors to offset 
Huawei’s loss. 

From Londons point of view, what 
could possibly go wrong? 


Tories mull 
attacks on 
trans rights 





BY ROB SCHOFIELD 


ccording to recent reports, 

the Tories are about to scrap 

promised reforms to the 

Gender Recognition Act 

(GRA) which would have 
allowed people to self-identify their 
gender, despite 70% of respondents to a 
high-profile public consultation expressing 
their support for the change. 

The leaked paper also suggests that 
the government plans to introduce 
‘protections’ which would ban trans 
women from using women’s refuges and 
public lavatories. While the details are not 
clear, this could represent a significant roll- 
back of existing rights under the Equality 
Act, which places a duty on public bodies 
to guarantee equal access to services for 
trans people. If carried out, these proposals 
would represent not only a failure to take 
trans rights forwards, but a calculated 
attack on the trans community, throwing 
the struggle for trans rights backwards by 
more than a decade. 
Shamefully, despite his pledge earlier 





this year to “campaign to reform the 
Gender Recognition Act to introduce a 
self-declaration process’, Keir Starmer has 
signalled that he wants to “avoid being 
dragged into the debate’, and will stand 
back as the government stokes bigotry 
against one of the most oppressed groups 
in the country and further heightens their 
misery. This is just one more example of 
the Labour Leader’s betrayal of progressive 
causes as part of a wholesale shift to 

the right in the name of “electability” as 
defined by the tabloid press. We stand 

in solidarity with our trans brothers and 
sisters and call on the Labour leadership to 
reconsider this reversal. 

The proposed reforms to the GRA 
seek to remove the bureaucratic barriers 
trans people face to obtain a Gender 
Recognition Certificate (GRC). Currently, 
it is only possible to legally change 
one’s gender after a gruelling two-year 
process to convince a faceless medical 
panel. This process medicalises trans 
identity, requiring a diagnosis of “gender 
dysphoria” before a Gender Recognition 
Certificate is granted. In a bizarre Catch-22 
scenario, it also forces trans people to 
live as their ‘acquired gender’ for 2 years 
before receiving their certificate, forcing 
trans people to conform to stereotyped 
behaviour and dress in order to ‘prove’ 
that they live as the gender they are 
transitioning to. 

For many trans people this is a 
humiliating and traumatic experience 
which discourages many from applying 
in the first place, exacerbating the issue 
and furthering their suffering. Reforming 
the GRA to allow for self-ID will let 
trans people achieve legal recognition 
of their gender status through a much 
simpler process and without the need for a 
diagnosis of gender dysphoria. 

We unequivocally support trans 
rights, including the right to self-ID. 

Trans women and men in our society 
suffer systemic exclusion from housing 
and work, the threat of sexual violence, 
and physical aggression in the household 
and on the street, which often leads to 
murders. 

According to Stonewall’s 2017 Trans 
Report: 

e 1 in 4 trans people have experienced 
homelessness 

¢ 2 in 5 trans people (41%) have 
experienced a hate crime or incident 
because of their gender identity 

¢ 1 in 8 trans workers have been 
physically attacked by a colleague or 
customer in the past year 

¢ Almost half of young trans people 
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have attempted to commit suicide 

As the Tory government allies itself 
with far-right causes, promotes tub- 
thumping nationalism and a return to 
“faith, flag, and family” as part of its 
campaign to shore up support for a hard 
Brexit, hate crimes against LGBT+ people 
are on the rise. 

Trans people have also suffered 
disproportionately under the impact of 
Tory austerity, with LGBT+ services often 
among the first forced to slash staff and 
facilities. 

In the case of women's refuges, 
extensive research of such services in 
England and Wales has found they have 
already been supporting trans women 
for some time. Many of these services are 
already trans-inclusive and have said that 
GRA reform would not change how they 
deliver their services. 

With regards to “cis impostors” who 
may take advantage of self-ID to access 
women-only spaces, these cases are 
vanishingly rare. More broadly, we reject 
the use of exceptional examples as a 
justification for a general curtailment of 
rights. Additionally, a study carried out in 
the US showed that allowing transgender 
people to access spaces of their choice did 
not increase assault or voyeurism crimes. 

The law already states trans people can 
access single-sex spaces that match their 
gender and should not be discriminated 
against, this is protected under the 2010 
Equality Act and self-ID would not change 
this. Attempting to gain access to changing 
rooms and toilets to spy on or assault 
women is already illegal, and women’s 
refuges already operate security measures 
and screening procedures to protect clients 
against violence. Anyone who is a threat to 
women, regardless of gender identity, must 
be excluded. 

The entire Labour and trade union 
movement must organise to resist the 
Tories’ attack on existing, inadequate, 
rights and fight to extend trans rights 
to include self-ID. Not only is there 
no conflict between trans rights and 
women’s rights, but they are part of the 
same struggle against gender and sexual 
oppression which structure capitalist 
society. Trans women should be welcomed 
into the labour movement with access to 
women’s caucuses, shortlists and reserved 
places. We also call for additional funding 
to reduce inequality of access to NHS 
services, counselling, and housing for trans 
people. 

The rise of the populist right reminds 
us that despite the progress we have won, 
reforms can always be reversed as long 





as the social system in which gender 
oppression is rooted remains. Conservative 
governments around the world, like Viktor 
Orban's in Hungary, have shown that 
transphobia and misogyny are inextricably 
linked, and often come alongside wider 
attacks on democratic, labour and human 
rights. For socialists, the defence of 
socially oppressed groups is essential to 
the struggle to overthrow the entire unjust, 
exploitative social system which relies on 

a repressive sexual morality in order to 
sustain itself. 


Where 
next after 
Momentum 
elections 


BY URTE MARCH 





n the recent elections for 
Momentum’s national leadership, Red 
Flag stood three candidates as part of 
the Anticapitalist Platform. 

Our aim was to put forward an 
alternative programme: turn to the class 
struggle as the basis for rebuilding a mass 
movement capable of organising a socialist 
solution to the capitalist crises engulfing 
our world. 

We put forward this programme 
because it is necessary to break with 
the utopia of persuading the ruling 
class to permit radical change through 
parliamentary elections alone. 

That our candidates secured a credible 
vote in a contest monopolised by two 
factions demonstrates that many others 
have drawn the same conclusions. 

The decisive victory of Forward 
Momentum - whatever our criticisms 
of its political limitations - is a welcome 
indication that the vast majority of 
Momentum members want a change of 
direction, to a democratic organisation 
which renews emphasis on the social 
movements that are key to securing 
fundamental change to our movement and 
to the system as a whole. 





With a poor turnout and a declining 
membership, the incoming NCG faces an 
uphill struggle to defend the positive gains 
of the Corbyn movement, and define a 
new political strategy against an aggressive 
right-wing leadership. 

We believe the key to success lies in 
putting Momentum’s experience and 
resources at the heart of forging a united 
resistance to the coming wave of mass 
unemployment and a resurgence of the 
coronavirus. 

To mobilise this potential, the NCG 
needs to rebuild Momentum from the 
ground up, as a national movement of 
fighting groups, united by a democratically 
agreed strategy that articulates the key 
fronts in the struggle for socialism. 

We look forward to working with the 
new leadership in this urgent struggle 
to lay the basis for genuinely socialist, 
internationalist and anti-imperialist 
workers’ party. 

The Labour leadership is preparing 
its offensive against the left. The NCG 
should waste no time preparing a resolute 
response to rally the socialist left inside 
and outside the party. 

The NCG meeting this weekend should 
outline a timetable for a refoundation 
conference and assume responsibility for 
negotiations on the NEC slate, based on 
the overwhelming mandate Momentum 
members have given it. 

The NCG should also seize the 
initiative by agreeing a strategy for 
mobilising members in support of 
upcoming Black Lives Matter Protests and 
local struggles like the Tower Hamlets 
Unison strike. 

These are extraordinary times and, 
while we face enormous challenges, the 
Black Lives Matter protests show how 
international action against a global 
oppressive system can tear around the 
world in days. 

The Labour left must fan the flames 
of resistance and organise in local 
Momentum groups and Labour branches 
around a consistently socialist and 
democratic strategy. 

Over the coming weeks, we will be 
campaigning against the return to unsafe 
working conditions, on the streets with 
Black Lives Matter, fighting the rightward 
shifts on policy and democracy in the 
party, and standing in solidarity with 
principled socialists against the witch-hunt 
of leftists from Labour’s pro-Palestine 
wing. You can read all our coverage of the 
campaign at www.anticapitalistplatform. 
org. If you agree with what we stand for - 
join us! 
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Labour 
council 
sacks entire 
workforce 





BY SIMON HANNAH 


he class struggle in East London 

surged into life in early July as 

the Unison branch at Tower 

Hamlets Council organised a 

solid three day strike against the 
unilateral mass sacking of the entire work 
force. 

Senior management in the Labour- 
run council are trying to force all the 
workers onto worse terms and conditions 
- and for some, lower pay - as part of 
the misnamed Tower Rewards scheme. 
After trade unions rejected the proposals 
last year, management pulled the plug 
on consultation and pushed the nuclear 
button. 

Whilst this ‘sack and re-engage’ tactic is 
increasingly popular in the private sector - 
both Asda and British Airways have used 
it to cut costs and override their unions 
— many are shocked to see it used by the 
Labour Party. 

The events in Tower Hamlets are only 
the logical conclusion of Labour’s track 
record in local government in recent 
years. Since 2010, austerity has hit local 
government particularly hard; most 
councils have lost over 50 per cent of their 
funding, one council has gone bankrupt 
and several others claim they might follow 
soon. 

But Labour councillors have put up 
no effective opposition and implacably 
implemented cuts, often leading to clashes 
with their workforces and the local 
community. The decision, at the height 
of Jeremy Corbyn’s leadership, to make it 
an expellable offence for a councillor not 
to vote in favour of any Labour budget 
gives some idea of the prevailing attitude 
amongst these people. 

At Tower Hamlets the picket lines 
were solid across seven different sites. On 
Friday 3 July, the refuse workers, organised 
by Unite, refused to cross the picket line 








which led to the council management 
calling the police, accusing Unison of 
secondary picketing. 

The bin workers had themselves just 
come off an eight day strike over unpaid 
holiday arrears owed to them. On the 
Monday the police again harassed a picket 
line, arresting two people on spurious 
grounds. Thatcher would no doubt be 
proud of what the Labour council is doing. 

On the following Friday, the Unison 
branch and local anticuts groups organised 
an online rally with over 450 people 
attending. Unison general secretary Dave 
Prentis spoke saying that Unison wouldn't 
pull its punches just because this was a 
Labour Council. 

It is galling for the unions affiliated 
to Labour to be paying money to a party 
that then turns around and treats their 
members like this — but that is the reality 
of Labourism. Labour isr’t a class struggle 
party, it is an electoral party to manage 
capitalism. Local government is an arm of 
the capitalist state charged with running 
local services and amenities to maintain 
the population so they can be effectively 
exploited by the capitalist class. 

Of course, it is better to have a 
Labour council which can be subjected to 
influence by members and trade unionists, 
compared to a Conservative one, but a 
Labour run council will ultimately make 
similar choices to a Tory one given the 
same economic pressures. 

The last time there was any serious 
opposition from Labour in local 
government was in the 1980s and that 
period is derided as ‘loony left’ and ‘gesture 
politics - for Labour councillors today 





IMAGE: UNISON PICKET IN TOWER HAMLETS 


the serious business of politics is passing 
on cuts and facing down the unions and 
community campaigners if they have to. 
Some of them do it reluctantly, others 
relish it. 

Tower Hamlets management are now 
pressuring staff to sign the new contracts, 
any that don't will be out of a job. Unison 
has threatened more days of strike action 
on 14-16 July. 

Workers are particularly furious that 
they are being treated like this in the 
middle of a pandemic where front line 
council staff have been risking their lives 
to assist with public health and keeping 
vital services functioning. One said of the 
council management, ‘First they clap us, 
then they slap us? 

The only response to this assault is 
to build the strike, using effective action 
including secondary picketing to draw out 
more sections of workers, and organizing a 
strike committee of elected delegates from 
the workforce to oversee negotiations and 
determine the conduct of the strike. 

The use of the police to intimidate 
strikers shows the need for the trade 
unions to organize picket-line defence 
groups to protect striking workers. 

Labour Party members should organize 
a mass solidarity demonstration and 
help beat back this attack which will only 
accelerate the destruction of local services 
and weaken the working class resistance to 
the developing economic crisis. 





Simon is the author of A Party With Socialists In It and Can't 
Pay, Won't Pay: The Fight to Stop The Poll Tax (review on 
p.29), both by Pluto Press, www,plutobooks.com 
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The great jobs 
massacre has 
begun 


As unemployment rockets, 
union rank & file and 
unemployed must launch 
fightback 


BY JEREMY DEWAR 


early 200,000 workers 

have been laid off since the 

lockdown, according to the 

Daily Mail’s survey of 59 top 

companies. Major companies 
like British Airways (12,000 jobs cut), 
Rolls Royce (9,000), Airbus (1,700; 15,000 
worldwide) and Heathrow (25,000) are 
sacking some of Britain’s most highly 
skilled workers. Each job lost will cost 
three others in supply chains and among 
local traders. 

The Centre for Retail Research says 
nearly 25,000 High Street jobs have 
disappeared already, with many more 
boarded up, waiting for the end of 
furlough to wind up completely. Even the 
1.1 million jobs in the City of London 
are threatened by new technology and 
relocation after Brexit. Mountainous 
debts face much of the public sector, from 
the universities, colleges and academies 
through to local government and public 
transport, even before austerity budgets 
kick in again. 

The full impact is hard to gauge, partly 
because of Britain’s opaque benefits and 
reporting system. The number of claimants 
for work-related Universal Credit has 
jumped 126 per cent since March to 2.8 
million. Other indicators reveal a barren 
landscape: employment down 2.1 per cent, 
vacancies nearly halved, the so-called self- 
employed, i.e. precarious workers, down 
by over a million, hours worked down 8.9 
per cent. 

And partly it is masked by the 
furlough scheme artificially keeping many 





employees on the books although they will 
never go back to work. Chancellor Rishi 
Sunak has promised the bankers that this 
will be run down from August and finish 
in October, dumping many of the 9.3 
million furloughed and 1.3 million “self- 
employed” on the dole. 

The OECD forecasts that Britain will 
fare second worst among the developed 
world coming out of the coronavirus crisis, 
facing an 11.3% drop in GDP this year, 
rising to 15% if there is a second wave of 
Covid-19. 

Added to this are fears that Brexit 
will disrupt supplies of pharmaceuticals, 
medical supplies, chemicals and 
manufacturing parts, causing further 
decline. There remains precious little time 
to negotiate a deal with the EU, let alone 
prepare to implement it. No wonder the 
UK has unilaterally declared it will not 
enforce border controls on 1 January 2021. 


Slaving under covid 


For those remaining in work things 
hardly look better. The lack of PPE and 
social distancing measures have cost the 
lives of thousands of workers, starting 
with the NHS and care sector, transport 
and construction, spreading quickly to 
manufacture, textiles and food processing 
plants. These workers never stopped — 
unless covid stopped them. 

The ending of the lockdown has put 
additional strain on these workers, from 
transport to the NHS, as millions more 
return to work. Inevitably this has led to 
outbreaks forcing businesses to close down 
again. The number of schools forced to 
shut down after wider opening has risen 
from 15 to 22 to 44 a week. 

Almost universally the picture is of 
inadequate measures to ensure it is safe 
to return to work until both the infection 
rate and number is lower, “track, test and 
isolate” is in place and trusted protective 
measures are enforced. 

The 2 Sisters chicken processing plant 
in Anglesey, Wales closed for two weeks 
when at least 216 — half the workforce — 
have so far tested positive for covid-19. 
Schools also closed again as it led to a 
wider outbreak on the island. Further 
outbreaks in meat processing factories 
have infected substantial or even larger 
numbers of workers, many of them 
migrants, forced to live in cramped and 
substandard living quarters. 

The crisis of the food industry, the 
effect of deregulation and global supply 
lines, the drive for profit and monopoly 





and the insatiable demand from the world 
bourgeoisie for cheap, mass produced food 
have been exposed by this virus, but not 
for the first time. Only the nationalisation 
of the land, agribusiness, food processing 
and distribution monopolies under 
workers control can guarantee safe 
working conditions, safe food and a safe 
future for our planet. 

The pandemic has also highlighted 
the illegal working conditions and sub- 
minimum wages prevalent in the garment 
trade in the Leicester area. The average pay 
is £4.25 an hour, half the legal minimum, 
though it can sink as low as £3 an hour. 

It is a big business too; market leader 
Boohoo is valued at £5.3 billion on the 
stock exchange and its sales of fast fashion 
soared 45% during the lockdown. 

But to meet the demand deflected 
from the high street, Leicester’s factories 
ran through the night in continuous 
production. Without ventilation, 
facemasks, social distancing or time for 
sanitation between shifts, covid swept the 
factory floors. 

The mostly migrant workers then 
typically took the disease back to their 
overcrowded hostels and digs, where they 
infected others. But even if they got the 
dreaded disease, workers were ordered 
to go into work. All for £4.25 an hour, 
while the bosses are expecting £50 million 
bonuses. 

Home Secretary Priti Patel and 
Health Secretary Matt Hancock feigned 
anger and surprise and Leicester was 
shut into lockdown again, but news of 
the conditions in the city’s sweatshops 
that were behind the second wave was 
relegated to the newspaper inside pages. 
However, repeated reports, including 
government ones, investigations by NGOs 
Labour Behind the Label and the Ethical 
Trade Initiative and journalists from 
Channel 4 Dispatches, the Financial Times 
and The Guardian have been ignored since 
2017. 

For all the talk of migrants taking 
British workers’ jobs, they are ruthlessly 
super-exploited, denied basic human 
rights and constantly at risk of destitution 
or deportation. Free movement must not 
only be retained for EU citizens but for all 
who wish to come and work here. Their 
semi-slavery — and in some parts of the 
economy actual slavery — seeps through 
the economy depressing all wages. 

Rather than being seen as an enemy, 
migrant workers are an essential agent in 
combatting capitalism as it tries to make 
the working class pay for its crisis. 

cont. p8 
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Unite and divide 


This is not the message Unite the union 
has been sending out this past month. 
They, backed by the Communist Party’s 
Morning Star, have been urging capitalists 
and consumers to “buy British” as a way 
out of the crisis, willing the bosses to 
export the crisis to rival or poorer nations 
and dividing the working class along 
national and ethnic lines. 

They also actively encourage “short 
term working’, by which they mean 
working a three-day week for three days’ 
pay, ie. a massive pay cut. But Unite has 
gone further, as was revealed in a TUC- 
commissioned report Crisis Support to 
Aviation and the Right to Retrain: 

“The maximum rate of decline 
proposed by Unite the Union, of 10% of 
their workforce in this financial year... 
must be applied to any and all forms of 
government support extended during the 
crisis, including any loans extended at 
commercial rates.” 

So here we have it in black and 
white: the trade union bureaucracy, the 
TUC’s Frances O’Grady and Unite’s Len 
McCluskey, conniving behind members’ 
backs to trade job losses for the workers 
for government bailouts for the bosses. It 
was hardly surprising, therefore, to find 
these two, flanked by other union leaders 
and Keir Starmer and Anneliese Dodds 
of the Labour Party, “welcoming” Sunak’s 
“Kick Start Scheme” and Johnsons “Build 
Back Better” campaign. 

Johnson would like to compare his 
programme of capital investments to 
Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal, but this is 
sheer comedy. FDR spent 40% of GDP on 
kick-starting the US economy in the 1930s; 
Johnson is promising less than 1% - and 
nearly all the money had already been 
promised in the Spring Budget. 

Sunak’s offer to offset climbing youth 
unemployment is even more pathetic. 
The CBI bosses’ union has denounced 
the £1,000 handout to employers taking 
back furloughed staff from November for 
three months as ineffective — if the banks 
call in their loans, companies will fold 
anyway. Likewise, the temporary VAT cut 
and £10 voucher to “Eat Out to Help Out”: 
gimmicks that will not cushion the triple 
blow of the pandemic, the economic crash 
and Brexit. 

The Chancellor’s Kick Start Scheme 
will subsidise employers taking on 
“apprentices” for at least 25 hours a week 
on a minimum wage ranging from £4.15 
an hour for under-18s to £8.20 an hour 





for 21-24 year olds. For six months. Then, 
as under Margaret Thatcher's Youth 
Training Schemes, the bosses can fire their 
“apprentices” and apply for a new one. 

The fact that both union and Labour 
Party leaderships are willing to support 
the Tories’ carnage in the factories in order 
to get the wheels of exploitation rolling 
again is a mark of how deep the crisis of 
leadership is in our movement. 


Tower Hamlets leads the way 


The Tower Hamlets three-day strike 
earlier this month was impressive for a 
number of reasons. While a fuller report 
can be read on page 6, it is worth noting 
that the local Unison branch was able to 
bring up to 4,000 workers out and mount 
dozens of picket lines, while in the midst 
of a pandemic in one of London’s worst 
affected boroughs. Over 400 attended an 
inspiring online strike rally. 

We can organise strikes against job 
losses and cuts to pay and hours, as well 
as occupations against factory and office 
closures, and they can be effective. Any 
action to protest or walk away from unsafe 
working conditions is likely to win support 
from across the working class, enabling us 
to take longer, more decisive action. 

But we must not rely on our leaders 
to show the initiative - many of them are 
negotiating away our rights - we have to 
lead from below. Key to this strategy is 
organising militant rank and file trade 
unionists, independent from the sell-out 
bureaucracy, and the unemployed into a 
mass movement to stop the cull on jobs. 

Local union branches and Labour 
Parties should make meeting rooms, 
computers and activists available to help 
the unemployed set up organising centres 
against the coming storm. Like in the 
1920s-30s and the 1980s, an unemployed 
workers’ movement could not only help 
claimants out with navigating the benefits 
system and setting up food banks, but also 
organise protests and pickets to pressure 
local firms not to cut and workers to resist 
them with strike action if they proceed. 

Unite already allows unemployed 
workers to join their community branches 
and other unions should also open their 
doors to the jobless, however it is vital 
that unemployed are not hidebound by 
bureaucratic rules and procedures, but in 
control of their activities and in command 
of their own funds. This will of course 
involve a fight, but there are plenty of allies 
in the ranks of the labour movement as 
well as community organisations, who 





can be drawn into street action — just as 
the Black Lives Matter explosion of anger 
demonstrated. 
We fight for: 
¢ Defend every job - no cuts to hours 
or wages! 
e Workers’ control over working 
conditions, hiring and firing 
For a rank and file movement to win 
control over the unions and over 
every strike 
For an independent unemployed 
and precarious workers’ movement 
to demand work for all - cut the 
hours with no loss of pay, not the 
jobs 
Nationalise the giant monopolies, 
the banks and every company 
shedding jobs, so we can provide 
work for the jobless and rebuild our 
communities without the profiteers. 





Is the Party 
over? 


When Jeremy Corbyn 
resigned as Labour leader, 
the left found itself without 
a figurehead and without a 
Strategy 





BY TIM NAILSEA 


hen Keir Starmer sacked 

Rebecca Long-Bailey 

it provoked a flurry of 

discussion about whether 

left-wing members 
should leave the Labour Party. 

A Counterfire editorial argues that ‘the 
fight is on, but it isn’t going to be fought 
in the Labour party, urging members to 
get involved in ‘mass politics... building 
workplace organisation, supporting the 
People’s Assembly, fighting every cutback 
and closure on the ground? 

Colin Wilson of rs21 writes that 
members should leave... with a plan. He 
advises former Corbynites to ‘check out’ 
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what exists in their area, or ‘clarify your 
political ideas, possibly through a reading 
group. 

‘These organisations, and others, 
seem to believe that the Labour Party 
leadership's shift to the right, and attacks 
on the left, will mean that more people will 
be looking for alternatives outside of the 
party. Unfortunately, the alternative areas 
of activity suggested are vague, and the 
strategy behind them even more so. 


The left under attack 


Clearly Rebecca Long-Bailey’s sacking 
marks the start of Keir Starmer’s attack on 
the Labour left. 

The surprise and disappointment, 
feigned or otherwise, on display by 
left’ leaders like Jon Lansman and Len 
McCluskey is either naive or cynical or 
both. 

But while the number of members 
who have actually left so far is small, 
their departure reflects a real sense that 
Keir Starmer is taking the party to the 
right, despite his manifestly self-serving 
promises to the contrary, and that there is 
no obvious organisational form or political 
strategy through which to oppose this. 

The question of whether to leave or 
remain inside the Labour Party should 
not be a matter of individual conscience. 
Membership of political organisations 
should not simply be an individual's 
expression of identity. Ultimately, the 
question should be one of strategy and 
tactics — for the left, and the workers’ 
movement. To make this decision, 
therefore, we need to understand what the 
Labour Party is, what has happened to it 
in the last few years, what is happening 
within it now, and what tasks lay ahead 
for the left in the present and near 
future. Only then can we decide whether 
remaining inside the Labour Party is the 
correct decision. 


Strategy & tactics 


First of all, we should recognise that the 
working class and the socialist movement 
in Britain has just suffered a profound 
defeat. Losing the election in December 
2019 was not a temporary setback on the 
path to victory, nor a defining moment 
which will be the catalyst for a wave of 
mass radicalisation. 

The movement led by Corbyn, and 
the product of five years’ hard work by 
thousands of people, was comprehensively 





beaten by the hard right of the 
Conservative Party and the right wing of 
the Labour Party. 

The latter, cheered on by the Tory press, 
are now planning a full-on rout of the left 
inside the party, re-establishing it as a safe 
pair of hands for British capitalism. Any 
decisions we make should start from an 
understanding of this. 

The decision for socialist organisations 
to become active (or not) in the Labour 
Party is a tactical one. The movement 
that brought Corbyn into the leadership 
of the party caught many on the left by 
surprise, but for those who recognised the 
need for socialists to engage with Labour's 
radicalised mass membership the decision 
to become active in Labour was obvious. 

For most of the Labour membership, 
including the majority of Corbyn 
supporters the question of electoral 
politics remains paramount, and that was 
singularly unchallenged during the last 
four years. 

The nature of the Labour Party, 
particularly in the years leading up to 
this shock victory, has always meant that 
the Marxist left has been sceptical of it 
as a vehicle for working class radicalism. 
Lenin referred to it as a “capitalist workers’ 
party”. It has historically, never been led 
by the working class, and has never had 
a programme aimed at the construction 
of socialism. Its leadership has always 
been made up of some of the most loyal 
defenders of British capitalism - and 
imperialism - in the labour movement. 

It does, however, have a mass working 
class base, both in its voters and through 
its relationship with the trade unions. It 
is the only mass working class party in 
Britain. 

Therefore, the question for socialists 
has always been how to relate to the 
working class base and socialist members 
of the organisation, without simply tailing 
its reactionary leadership. After Corbyn’s 
election and the upsurge in political 
activity that accompanied it, it became 
clear that the Labour Party was now 
seen by many as the main vehicle for the 
achievement of socialist policies and ideas. 

It would have been completely 
sectarian to remain outside this 
movement, waiting for it to fail. 

However, it was important to recognise 
its deficiencies, and understand that the 
party had not fundamentally changed. 
Membership of the Labour Party, even at 
the height of the Corbyn movement, was 
therefore always a tactical decision. 

With Starmer in the leadership and 
the right reasserting itself, many are now 





arguing that this moment has passed, and 
that the best thing to do is to leave. This is 
a fundamental mistake. To leave without 
an attempt to organise anything new 

will simply achieve what the right of the 
Labour Party and other reactionaries are 
aiming for — the complete scattering of the 
movement. 

This movement is under attack, and 
what is required is a rapid attempt to 
muster our forces on a clear programme 
that connects the resistance to Keir 
Starmer’s offensive against the left, with 
the leadership’s decision to abstain from 
political opposition and resistance. 

If we could sum up our aims at this 
point they would be: 

e Preserve as many of the gains of the 

Corbyn movement as possible. 

¢ Build and support new movements 
and spikes in activity, and new 
developments in the class struggle 
— movements such as Black 
Lives Matter, and possible new 
movements over issues such as mass 
unemployment and the annexation 
of the West Bank. 
To attempt to bring these old and 
new forces together. 
To learn the lessons of the Corbyn 
movement and build anything new 
with these in mind. 


The Labour Left 


Unfortunately, the Labour left is heavily 
bureaucratised, increasingly inward 
focussed, shrinking, and becoming bitter 
and divided under the pressure of defeat 
and demoralisation. Where once the 
Labour left was focussed on electing a 
Corbyn government, it now lacks both 

a unifying purpose and the structures 
through which to debate and decide one. 

Outside the party, exciting new 
movements like Black Lives Matter are 
developing which are dynamic and radical, 
but the nature of spontaneous uprisings 
means that they tend to lack lasting 
structure and political focus and can 
therefore be diffuse and short-lived. 

To advocate an abandonment of 
the Labour Party for these structureless 
movements is likely to mean a dissolution 
of left forces into a variety of campaigns, 
with no clear plan or focus. 

Alternately, to simply insist on 
concentrating purely on the Labour Party 
will lead, inevitably, to a slow attrition, 
as the left obsesses itself with ultimately 
inconsequential fights over control of 
committees and largely pointless motion- 





SUMMER 2020 RED FLAG MAGAZINE 09 








ANALYSIS 








mongering. The left should not fetishise 
spontaneity and see the dynamism 

and radicalism of new movements as 

a substitution for lasting and focussed 
organisation; nor should it obsess itself 
with bureaucratic existing structures 

and ignore new movements and activity 
elsewhere. Instead, as always, it should aim 
to relate the existing organisations of the 
left to the new movements, and synthesise 
organisation and spontaneity, in the hopes 
of building a radical new mass movement 
of the working class. 

The problem with the argument to 
leave is that those who are making it have 
no real answer as to what people should 
join or build after they have left. The 
majority of people who leave will therefore 
drift away from politics altogether, or 
scatter into a number of different small 
groups. 

In essence, such calls amount to 
encouraging a retreat into a full-blown 
stampede, perhaps in the hope that a few 
individuals may end up joining one of 
the sectarian organisations outside of the 
Labour Party. 

Opportunistically preying upon the 
demoralisation following a defeat is not 
a strategy. Rather than a rallying cry, it is 
a recipe for a disordered retreat. It also 
fatally misunderstands the nature of the 
Corbyn movement to begin with. 

Those who were energised by the 
Corbyn movement were Tireely reformists 
who, although outside the Labour Party, 
continued to look to it for leadership, 
and were temporarily radicalised by 
the possibilities opened up by Corbyn’s 
leadership, thinking for the first time in a 
while that a socialist Labour government 
was possible. A much smaller minority 
were revolutionaries and other radicals 
who joined the Labour Party, and in many 
cases shifted to the right in the process. 

With one third of Corbyn supporters 
reportedly having voted for Starmer, 
and others having a largely passive “wait 
and see” approach with regards to his 
leadership, what we are witnessing is a 
“return to form” on the part of the Labour 
Party membership who, after the defeat, 
moderated their hopes and expectations. 
More likely than a mass exodus from the 
Labour Party, is growing passivity and a 
drift to the right. To combat this we must 
rally and organise the Labour left, not 
encourage individual resignations. 

Conversely, many on the left, after the 
defeat, are also reverting — back to the idea 
of isolated single issue activity and small 
revolutionary organisations. The call to 
leave is therefore encouraging a separation 








between the minority of revolutionaries 
and radicals, and the majority of reformists 
that made up the Corbyn movement. 

Any attempt to build something new, 
or just to relate to wider layers in the hope 
of building the new movements that may 
develop in the near future, has to have as 
part of its strategy that mass of reformists 
who, at least temporarily, were radicalised 
by Corbyn’s leadership. That means, 
inevitably, an approach to engage with the 
organisation that they continue to look to 
— the Labour Party. 

The left should not, therefore, be 
calling on people to leave. We should 
instead be attempting to rally what remains 
of the movement built since 2015, on a 
clear political programme and strategy 
or relating to the wider movement, and 
casting off any attempts to embroil it 
in pointless minority factionalism and 
bureaucratic manoeuvres. 

We should attempt to relate the large 
numbers of reformists radicalised by the 
Corbyn project to the new spontaneous 
movements that will likely develop 
independent of it, in the hopes of 
radicalising and rejuvenating the former, 
and incorporating the latter into the 
wider left, giving it lasting structures and 
political focus. 

We should initially rally the left 
inside the Labour Party in resistance to 
Starmer and the Labour right’s attempts 
to smash the left, and oppose the witch- 
hunt. We should fight all attempts to roll 
back left policy positions, and in doing so 
attempt to win the majority of the Labour 
Party membership who were energised 
by Corbyn’s programme, to defend the 





IMAGE: WILTED ROSE 


policies they have fought for. 

In doing this, we should raise an 
alternative left programme for the 
Labour Party, and set up organisations 
to fight for it. We should demand that 
left organisations such as Momentum 
take a lead in doing this, and take the 
fight into the CLPs, union branches and 
other movement organisations, arguing 
for their support. All this should be done 
as a genuine attempt to win the Labour 
membership on a political basis, not 
bureaucratic manoeuvring to take over 
committees or wrangle motions behind 
closed doors. 


Conclusion 


It is unlikely that the left will win the 
leadership of the Labour Party again any 
time soon, but this in itself should not 

be our primary aim. Socialists should 
always view any specific tactic as part of 
a wider goal of building a mass, working 
class movement, with the ultimate aim of 
overturning the existing capitalist system 
and building a new society. 

At every stage, when working to 
achieve this, we need to look at the current 
balance of forces in the class struggle, and 
work out how to organise, and expand 
upon these. 

There may come a point in the 
future, if the right continues its ascent, 
and the forces of the Corbyn movement 
are completely diminished, expelled or 
smashed, that the left should advocate that 
people leave on a principled basis with a 
clear strategy for what next. 
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To avoid a scattering of our forces, 
and a complete rolling back of everything 
that has been achieved up until this point, 
we need to concentrate on organising 
together in as united a manner as possible, 
not simply joining in the exodus as 
individuals. If it comes to the point that 
we do need to leave, we should be doing 
this in the largest numbers possible, in 
the hopes of building a new anticapitalist 
workers party. 


CWU offers 
concessions 
before talks 
begin 


Royal Mail bosses have 

used coronavirus to justify 
renewing their attacks on 
postal workers’ terms and 
conditions, We urge CWU 
members to keep a close eye 
on negotiations 





BY A CWU REP 


verything was quiet after the 

threat of a postal workers’ revolt 

ousted anti-union Royal Mail 

boss Rico Back in May. Then, on 

25 June, Royal Mail announced 
its annual results — that it is losing £1 
million a day due to the corona crisis and 
“change” would have to accelerate, starting 
with 2,000 managers losing their jobs as 
part of £130 million savings in “people 
costs”. 

CWU heads Terry Pullinger and Dave 
Ward were fiery when Back was trying to 
impose changes and bust the union, but 
now they are singing a different tune: the 





company is in bad shape and “we know 
things have to change”. 

After behind-the-scenes talks between 
management and the Communications 
Workers Union (CWU), a Joint Statement 
on 1 July revealed 600 disagreements will 
be cleared off the table to allow office 
revisions and efficiency savings — all before 
talks have really begun. The aim is to 
negotiate an agreement by the end of July. 

We've been here before: CWU 
members need to watch our leaders. We 
shouldn't accept any climbdowns on our 
current terms and conditions, the promises 
made in the 2018 Four Pillars Agreement, 
or cuts to the USO. The clock is ticking 
until our ballot runs out in September. 

The immediate danger is that postal 
bosses take the cuts from revisions, then 
turn around and burn the union, just 
like in the 2007 dispute. Let’s make sure 
it doesn't happen this time, and demand 
the union agrees no concessions and 
campaigns for renationalisation as the only 
long-term solution for the postal service. 


Joint Statement and jobs 


While Royal Mail might be exaggerating 
its losses, its annual results showed falling 
letters and revenue even before corona hit. 
The first phase of cuts in “people costs” 
(our jobs!) will partly come from revisions, 
while longer-term plans aim to speed up 
automated parcel sorting to cut more. 

And if there was any question that 
bosses had changed their stripes, struggles 
have continued over management putting 
profits over safety, most recently in the 
walkout at Barnsley where they couldnt 
be bothered to adequately clean the office 
after a staff corona outbreak. These health 
and safety clashes are likely to continue 
while middle management remains full of 
Rico-era hardliners and the top priority is 
saving money. 

The Joint Statement committed 
Royal Mail to the Four Pillars (again), 
as well as working jointly to defend the 
USO. But will they give the hour off the 
working week blocked since last October? 
More likely that’s up for negotiation of 
“timescales”, to be pushed into the future, 
so in reality this amounts to renegotiating 
the Four Pillars Agreement. 

For now, the only commitments are 
revisions in return for a pay deal. Terry let 
the cat out of the bag when he said “how 
can we make some savings’, and revisions 
“can go the members’ way in some places’, 
recognising that they wort in most, hiking 
workloads and cutting hours and jobs, 





so part-timers are further away than ever 
from going full-time. 

In a video to members, Dave Ward 
and Terry Pullinger justified revisions by 
pointing to Royal Mail’s commitment to 
reverse its moves to separate Parcelforce, 
saying we need to show we are committed 
to negotiations by offering revisions 
savings. While Parcelforce is a welcome 
retreat, we shouldnt need to reciprocate. 
Removing all executive action was the 
minimum needed to show management 
were serious about negotiations after their 
attacks on the union. 


Groundhog Day 


In the video there are several worrying 
signs of the leadership’s mindset. Both 
Dave and Terry repeatedly insisted “we 
have to show we are prepared to change’, 
emphasising what a bad situation Royal 
Mail is in. Whenever CWU leaders start 
repeating the change mantra, workers 
know we need to watch out for a bad deal. 

Terry insisted that “the new chairman 
and new CEO are refreshing, and agree 
we should be about growth. Their 
recommitment to it is massive step for us 
as negotiators.” Really? That's what Royal 
Mail said in 2018, 2014, 2010, 2007... Next 
comes the talk about “mutual interest” and 
“shared values”. The woollier the words 
get, the more we should examine the small 
print. 

Workers should be sceptical about 
pledges to look at “minimising letter 
decline’, “diversifying” deliveries with 
other jobs to prop it up, or nice claims 
about the “green new deal”. Some of that 
might happen and even be welcome, but 
it wont save jobs. Only the 35 hour work 
week, or a process to share out the work 
with no loss of pay or jobs, will do that. 

Meanwhile the press assumes that 
any pay rises and other benefits in the 
Four Pillars will be paid for in full by 
productivity and efficiency gains - correct. 


Royal Mail bosses change tack 


The union was strong enough to force the 
bosses to the table, but without a strike, the 
shoe is on the other foot. CEOs will point 
to Royal Mail’s budget hole and ask the 
union for “joint solutions’, aiming to get us 
on board for restructuring in exchange for 
pay and promises. 

How far down the line will the union 
leaders go to get a deal? Postal workers 
need to get organised, with office meetings 
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and reps meetings, online if necessary, 
to discuss the joint statement and ensure 
there are no concessions. 

Posties should remember what 
happened after the Four Pillars was 
signed off in 2018. The rule is what we are 
promised in the first year is what we can 
count on probably getting. Future gains are 
left for “reviews” and “working groups” to 
find ways to pay for them - or for Royal 
Mail to block them, ripping up the deal. 


Get organised 


Terry gave the usual lecture against those 
resisting Royal Mail’s blackmail: “We can’t 
always be in dispute mode, we have to 
move things forward. If nothing moves, we 
end up with no industry and no job” 

In other words, if we don’t make cuts 
and redundancies voluntarily, they will be 
forced on us. CWU leaders are desperate 
for a deal now because they can’t see an 
alternative to Royal Mail’s falling profits 
other than hiking them first as the basis for 
pay and then a deal. 

The deal will likely mean ripping 
up our current worklife, with many 
suspecting a deal based around new 
Sunday parcel deliveries offsetting job 
losses from a five day USO - but that’s 
20,000 job losses to offset! Whatever the 
final deal, Martin Walsh, head of CWU’s 
London Division, warns “be in no doubt 
that these negotiations are going to be 
possibly the biggest since the ending of 
the second delivery and will mean major 
change”. 

There is an alternative way forward, but 





THE RE-NATIONALISATION OF ROYAL MAIL IS CWU POLICY 


it means a step in a radical new direction: 
for the rank and file to get organised to 
impact on the talks and ultimately take 
control. We can start with meetings to 
discuss the joint statement and revisions, 
publicising the views taken and demands 
on social media and between offices and 
branches, encouraging others to do the 
same. 

But we should aim higher. Militant 
offices and branches should come together 
and demand the union kicks off a national 
campaign to nationalise Royal Mail and 
fight the coming austerity alongside the 
rest of the trade union movement. 


Radical measures 


Terry Pullinger and Dave Ward did a great 
job motivating the members in the current 
dispute, explaining what was at stake, 
exposing management in the harshest 
terms, and building up the strike. But they 
are now turning towards a deal that meets 
Royal Mail halfway - or worse. It was 
inevitable, even before corona, that Royal 
Mail would use its worsening finances to 
blackmail the union. Both of them pointed 
out, in many meetings with reps, that 
Royal Mail cannot make a profit delivering 
parcels on our wages and conditions - 
what’s changed? That puts a big question 
mark over the 35 hour week. That’s why 
we need a rank and file movement in the 
post — so that we can go forward when the 
leaders hold back or fail us. 

Radical times demand radical 
measures. After two years of the stress and 
strife of our first major post-privatisation 





dispute, postal workers need to act now, 
and ensure “the fight for our life” doesn't 
get downsized itself, with the union 
leading the way, into another deal that 
sells away our strength for pay and a 
false, temporary peace. If we have to, let’s 
have the fight out to defend our jobs and 
campaign for a more lasting solution: 
renationalisation. 


Nationalise 
Royal Mail 


Coronavirus has shown that 
taking the company into 
public ownership Is the only 
way to protect a vital public 
service 





BY PETE THOMPSON 


ince Royal Mail was privatised 

by the Coalition government in 

2013, bosses and the CWU postal 

union have spent half the time 

in dispute. Union leaders bent 
over backwards to keep the Agenda for 
Growth 2014 agreement in place, while 
Royal Mail squeezed the agreement for 
savings, particularly pushing a part-time 
workforce. 

But those quickly dried up, and as 
changes in the postal market kicked 
in, with letters volumes declining and 
parcels rising, and competition sharpened 
from non-unionised rivals like Amazon, 
shareholders and top bosses moved to 
attack the workers as the only source of 
hiking profit, and unlock the millions tied 
up in their jobs, terms and conditions. The 
non-stop disputes in Royal Mail since 2017 
are the inevitable result of privatisation. 
On being brought in as CEO two 

years ago, Rico Back immediately began 
to undermine the Four Pillars agreement, 
with the ink on it barely dry after months 
of dispute. A series of attacks, like hiving 
Parcelforce off into a separate company, 
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and collaboration behind the scenes with 

the Tory government against the Universal 
Service Obligation, escalated to a full scale 
assault under the cover of the corona crisis. 

On Postal Workers Day, 29 April, the 
company announced huge imposed shift 
changes to “help” workers, brushing the 
union aside. The union and its members 
faced the prospect of a humiliating defeat 
and the floodgates opened for the rest of 
Back’s restructuring plans, with the Tory 
review of the USO waiting in the wings to 
cut its legal six day delivery requirement. 

Instead Back was forced into a 
humiliating climbdown by the CWU in an 
unprecedented move calling for defiance 
and workers threatening a national 
walkout from below, and two weeks later 
he was gone, resigned (or pushed), though 
not without banking his £1 million golden 
goodbye. 

Back achieved nothing for the millions 
he has made off Royal Mail in his two 
years, other than the share price falling 
65 per cent and the current dispute. His 
takings, including a £6 million golden 
hello, his seven-figure annual “package” 
built around his six figure salary, and 
buying up cheap shares, must run in excess 
of £10 million. But that’s capitalism for 
you, whose paid-up economists explain 
patiently to workers why we should be 
paid less to “incentivise” us but bosses 
need more to achieve their best results, 
getting millions just for showing up - or 
even if they crash the company. 

It was great to see the back of Rico, but 
workers should be on guard and not fall 
for promises that things have changed. 


Back to the Future 


The new interim Royal Mail Chairman 
Keith Williams and UK Operations CEO 
Stuart Simpson - formerly part of the Back 
management team - want to accelerate 
Back’s plans, while committing to the Four 
Pillars too. Can the union really make 
them square that circle in favour of postal 
workers? 

The 25 June financial report showed 
falling profits, claiming Royal Mail would 
have been in the red last year if not for 
the general election and other one-off 
windfalls. It stated the firm would continue 
Rico’s strategy “to move from being a 
UK-focused letters business that also 
delivers parcels to an international parcels 
business that delivers letters in the UK”. 
Keith Williams, a veteran of battles against 
the unions in British Airways, had already 
stated the need for “an cad pace of 
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change across the business”. More recently 
he announced the company was losing 

£1 million every day due to corona costs: 
PPE, staff absence, and a rise in parcels 
undercut by a bigger loss in letters and 
revenue. 

Rico’s plan and then the corona 
crisis have seen this year’s dividends cut, 
putting millionaire shareholders on edge. 
Industry analysts have detected hints of 
a plan to cut loose Royal Mail Group’s 
profitable global arm GLS, to create a 
windfall for shareholders: the company’s 
annual results published talk about “few 
synergies” between the two wings, and 
“the opportunity remains to create more 
value for shareholders”. This is code for 
selling off the lucrative parts, the better 
to expedite restructuring by exposing 
the UK operation to the harsh winds of 
competition. And just as Back went out the 
door, news surfaced that shadowy Czech 
billionaire Daniel Kretinsky - aka the 
“Czech sphinx” - had purchased a major 
£100 million stake in the company for 
reasons unknown - a corporate raid aimed 
at prying loose GLS? There is also the 
upcoming USO review by the government 
- any cut in the obligation will lead to 
thousands of job losses. 

Whatever approach management takes, 
whether revisions to working practices or 
something more radical, in the long run 
Royal Mail cannot make a profit delivering 





parcels separately to letters at workers’ 
current terms and conditions, as CWU 
leaders have pointed out. 

The question is, with declining letter 
volumes, whether Royal Mail can make a 
profit at all without forcing workers onto 
lower wages, worse terms and conditions 
and precarious forms of employment, 
from zero hours contracts to bogus self- 
employed status like its competitors. 

The turn to part-time employment 
since even before 2014, with some 
contracts 20 hours a week or below, was 
already a move in that direction, creating 
a two-tier workforce that the Four Pillars 
was supposed to eliminate. 


Nationalisation 


Postal workers need a longer- 

term solution, and that can only be 
nationalisation of the postal network and 
the 35 hour week. If Royal Mail provided 
an essential service in the lockdown, and 
it did, and is not solvent due to its costs, it 
should be renationalised and reintegrated 
with the Post Office. 

The bosses don’t need a penny in 
compensation - the hedge funds and 
other big shareholders have taken well 
over a billion pounds out of the business 
in seven years of privatisation, and more 
in speculating in Royal Mail shares - and 
now they are piling in to bet on its failure. 

In a video to CWU members, Dave 
Ward said that, to come up with a 
sustainable plan for Royal Mail, “we will 
have to talk to government about that 
and the USO” It is time the CWU leaders 
put forward union policy which is to 
call for renationalisation. As Red Flag 
stated before, that is the only possible 
way a “fourth emergency service” could 
have worked. They should unite the TUC 
behind that call now, and link it to a wider 
campaign to nationalise all employers 
making redundancies or closing due to 
corona. 

Nationalisation may seem like a big 
task, but in fact the crisis has unleashed 
a wave of unionisation and anger across 
the working class in Britain. The Tory 
government is preparing to make 
workers pay for the corona crisis bailout 
for business, just like they made us pay 
for the bank bailout in 2008, because 
last time the leaders of the unions and 
Labour did nothing. This time let's 
learn the lessons and organise a mass 
resistance to the coming austerity, and 
use it to build support for our dispute and 
nationalisation. 
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By Jaqueline 
Katherina 


nternationally, women make up 70 
percent of the staff in social and 
care professions. According to the 
German Institute for Economic 
Research, the proportion of women 
in the so-called systemically important 
occupational groups in Germany is just 
under 75 percent. In the following, we 
want to give an overview of how the 
burden on women from the working class 
has increased since the outbreak of the 
pandemic, what problems they are facing, 
and then look at the causes of oppression 
and the question of how to fight against 
it. Due to the pandemic, the focus of the 
health system is on fighting the disease. 
This makes sense in itself, but since there 
is already a shortage of medical staff and 
facilities, it also leads to a lack of resources 














elsewhere. We are currently seeing an 
increase in maternal and child mortality 
in many countries. 

Access to hygienic products and 
contraceptives is hampered by loss of 
earnings and production is partially 
suspended. In India, for example, sanitary 
towels were not considered essential 
during the first weeks of the lockdown. 
Girls had no access due to the closure 
of schools. NGOs and aid organisations 
estimate that in India alone at least 121 
million women have no access to goods 
to satisfy their basic needs, with rural 
regions and small towns being particularly 
affected. 

The already limited access to abortion 
is made more difficult. According to 
UN estimates, the corona crisis could 
lead to 7 million unwanted pregnancies. 





In Germany, only 1,149 clinics offer 
abortions, 900 fewer than in 2003. Since 
many places require costs to be personally 
guaranteed in advance and compulsory 
counselling, but at the same time many 
family planning centres and practices are 
reducing their services, they are becoming 
even more difficult, if not impossible. 
There is also often a lack of contraceptives. 
Coils, three-month injections cannot 

be administered in some cases, and 
prescriptions for the contraceptive pill 

are only available in limited quantities. 
Proceedings are underway in 8 US states 
as abortions have been placed on the list 
of “non-urgent” medical treatments. 


Short-time work and layoffs 


Women are not only massively affected 
by changes in the health care system, 
however. The first major waves of 
redundancies mainly affected sectors in 
which women are over-represented, such 
as retail, hospitality and tourism. 

A statistical survey from the USA 
shows that women are more affected by 
job losses in various sectors than men. 

In the leisure and hospitality sector, 52 
percent of employees were women before 
the pandemic, but 54 percent of those 
made redundant are female. In education 
and health, women accounted for 77 
percent of the workforce but 83 percent 

of those made redundant; in retail, 48 
percent of the workforce but 61 percent of 
those made redundant; and finally, in local 
and state government, 58 percent of the 
workforce but 63 percent of those made 
redundant. 

According to ILO figures (2018), 

61 percent of the global labour force (2 
billion people) earn their living in the 
informal economy, of which around 50 
percent are women. This means that they 
have no enforceable employment contract, 
unemployment insurance or comparable 
protection. 

Although women make up half of the 
people in the informal sector globally, 
they are over-represented there in the 
global South. In South Asia, for example, 
over 80 percent of all women outside 
agriculture work in the informal sector, 
74 percent in sub-Saharan Africa, and 
54 percent in Latin America and the 
Caribbean. 

Migrant workers are often 
particularly affected by the crisis. In 
India, for example, at least 40 million 
migrant workers lost their jobs and 
accommodation overnight. They had to 





travel as much as 1,000 kilometres back 
to their families, who they normally 
support financially. It is estimated that 
between 660,000 and 1.5 million migrants 
are housed in camps where they receive 
minimal food rations. There are no figures 
on how many have died on the way. 

However, women are not only affected 
as over-exploited wage labourers. In 
many countries of the semi-colonial 
world they have often been recipients 
of so-called micro-credits in the course 
of “development aid”. In Jordan, for 
example, around 70 percent of women 
received such loans. Under the conditions 
of the coronavirus crisis, many are no 
longer able to repay their instalments, 
which in some countries is punishable by 
imprisonment. 

We can see from these examples that 
working women are also particularly hard 
hit by the crisis in economic terms - and 
this will not subside anytime soon. 


Violence against women 


At the same time, the situation of women 
in the domestic sphere is worsening. The 
UN Population Fund expects 31 million 
additional cases of domestic violence if 
the lockdown lasts six months. This is a 
global problem, not a regional one. 

In France, the curfew has increased 
domestic violence by 30 percent. The 
French government also announced that 
up to 20,000 rooms in hotels would be 
reserved for victims, and 20 counselling 
centres have been set up in French 
shopping centres. 

In the first two weeks of April alone, 
there was a 47 percent increase in calls 
to the Spanish domestic violence hotline 
compared to the same period last year. 
The number of women who contacted the 
support services, which the government 
considers essential, by e-mail or social 
media, is reported to have increased by up 
to 700 percent. 

This development is, of course, also 
taking place in Germany, although the 
problem is not widely discussed. There 
has been a shortage of places in women’s 
refuges for years. To date, there are 
around 6,800 places available, although 
Germany committed itself to creating at 
least 21,400 as early as 2017. In the short 
term, the use of empty housing and of 
hotels unused because of the pandemic 
and holiday homes could have provided 
some short-term relief - but this is not 
the case. In addition, social isolation and 
quarantine make the situation of women 
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more difficult. If you are locked down 
with a violent partner, you cannot simply 
disappear and look after children who are 
themselves exposed to blatant violence. 


Unpaid domestic work 


In principle, women still do far more 
unpaid domestic work than men. In the 
course of the pandemic, schools and 
kindergartens have been closed, and 
care support in the home has often been 
eliminated or reduced. 

In addition, working from home and 
childcare are difficult to reconcile. This is 
also reflected in the fact that 40 percent 
of people with children under the age 
of 14 consider working from home to 
be extremely or strongly burdensome 
compared to 28 percent of those without 
children. 1.5 million single parents - 90 
percent of whom are women - are even 
more affected. 

Moreover, only those who have paid 
into unemployment insurance can claim 
short-time work benefits. However, this 
is often not the case for women’s forms of 
employment. 

Although women and men are affected 
by short-time work to about the same 
extent, women are less likely to receive 
short-time working benefits. “Part of these 
differences can probably also be traced 
back to differences in collective bargaining 
coverage’, explains Bettina Kohlrausch 
from the German DGB union federation), 
“it is well known that in companies 
subject to collective bargaining, pay is 
generally better and that women are 
more likely to work in smaller service 
companies without a collective bargaining 
agreement’. 

In recent months, noticeably more 
women (24 percent) than men (16 
percent) have reduced working hours by 
other means. 

What does all this mean in summary? 
Many women work in the care sector and 
in so-called system-relevant professions. 
They are often exposed to a higher risk of 
infection, but at the same time they are 
also most affected by redundancies. 

This ties them closer to the family 
economically and makes them more 
vulnerable to domestic violence. In 
addition, the reproductive work that has 
to be done in the household is increasing, 
which increases the double burden on 
women. They are thus forced further into 
the classic, reactionary gender role under 
conditions of a capitalist crisis exacerbated 
by the pandemic. Even if the bans on 
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contact are now relaxed, there will be no 
return to the already dubious “normality”. 
On the contrary, the economic crisis 
threatens more redundancies and massive 
social cuts. 


Women’s oppression 


In order to change the current situation, 
it is essential to understand why the 
pandemic and the coming economic crisis 
increase women’s oppression. 

Let us first look at answers that have 
been given so far. First of all, there is no 
one “feminism” or “women’s movement’, 
but different currents that have different 
theoretical approaches and propose 
different solutions. We cannot go into this 
in more detail here. 

Rightly, many groups of bourgeois 
and radical feminists, as well as the 
reformist women’s movement, refer to the 
gender pay gap, i.e. the gender-specific 
wage gap, which is particularly high in 
Germany with 20 percent (2019; Federal 
Statistical Office). This is an expression 
and, at the same time, a cause, of the 
systematic discrimination of women, i.e. 
the differences between men and women 
in terms of wages. But the question is: 
what does this have to do with women’s 
oppression and capitalism? 

Oppression of women existed 





long before capitalism and took on a 
systematic form in all class societies. It is, 
of course, typical of capitalism that the 
function of household and family for the 
oppressed class has changed in relation 
to earlier class societies. In feudalism, for 
example, the peasant family was a unit 
of production and reproduction. Under 
capitalism, production and reproduction 
are separated and, of course, the family/ 
partnership has a different function for 
the working class and for the propertied 
classes. For the former, it serves primarily 
for the reproduction of the commodity 
labour power, while for capitalists it is 
essential for the inheritance of the means 
of production. 

Of course, even if this “ideal” of 
the working class family often does 
not correspond to reality from a global 
perspective, capitalism adopts a pre- 
existing gendered division of labour, 
which is itself fixed and reproduced by 
setting the man’s wage as the “family wage” 
while the woman only earns an “extra”. 
The bourgeois family, which is also the 
norm for the working class, ideologically 
and repressively enforced against other 
forms, reproduces the gendered division 
of labour and this in turn consolidates the 
family as an apparently “natural” form of 
living together. 


Why are women more affected? 


This form of division of labour also means 
that women are often particularly affected 
by crises. It is precisely in such periods 
that reproductive work under capitalism 
is systematically forced into the private 
sphere. Costs for, above all, public child 
rearing, nursing and care for the elderly 
appear to be useless and unproductive 
because they do not create added value for 
capital. This does not mean that they are 
not useful work. But since they cannot be 
exploited on the same scale as others, for 
example in industry, care work in a public 
hospital or in a day-care centre does not 
generate profit for capitalists, they appear 
to them as costs that should be reduced or 
saved completely. 

The same is true for the individual 
upbringing of children and care for 
the elderly in the family - and it is 
primarily women who educate and care 
for them. However, this operation can 
be contradictory because, under certain 
conditions, capital as a whole needs 
more female labour and then there is a 
partial socialisation of domestic work 
(e.g. through more kindergartens, better 
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canteens, etc.). 

In times of crisis, however, costs must 
be saved by reducing wages, extending 
working hours, redundancies, but also 
and above all by making cuts in the social 
sector as a whole. Women thus act as a 
“flexible” backup, a particularly easily 
moveable part of the industrial reserve 
army, who are the first to be forced into 
the private sphere to look after the family, 
but who can be deployed again easily, 
and with lower pay, when the economy 
improves. 

So, we can also see here where the 
gender pay gap comes from. The man’s 
wage is historically set as the family 
wage (which also includes the cost of 
reproduction to reproduce the family). 
The woman's work appears here only as a 
“subsidy’, as “topping up”. The whole thing 
forms a cycle of misery that reproduces 
itself to a certain extent: Based on the 
sexual division of labour, the man goes to 
work because he earns more - and because 
the man earns more, the woman stays 
at home. Thus, the gendered division of 
labour reproduces itself at the same time. 

Struggles of the labour movement and 
the women’s movement have achieved 
important improvements, but a real 
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alignment could never be achieved 
because the different wages are rooted in 
the gendered division of labour and the 
private character of domestic work. It is 
precisely in crises that we repeatedly face 
the danger of a rollback. 


What to do? 


Building up resistance is urgently needed, 
because the situation will continue 

to deteriorate in the crisis. In many 
countries, attacks on the working class 
affect above all their women. 

In the Indian states of Uttar Pradesh 
and Madhya Pradesh, overtime rates 
will no longer be paid, all restrictions 
on working hours and breaks have been 
abolished, trade unions and strikes have 
been banned. 

In Germany, too, CDU politicians and 
employers associations are proposing to 
reduce the minimum wage and to make 
working hours more flexible. This will 
hit women particularly hard, as they are 
often precariously employed and work in 
professions that are poorly organised in 
trade unions. 

It is therefore all the more important 
in Germany to break with the social 
partners and the policy of truce, to 
support strikes like at Voith or actions in 
the care sector and to build up alliances. 


Programme 


Even if the living and working conditions 
of women in different countries and 
regions are very different, there are 

some common points that are of 

great importance for an international 
movement: 


e Equal pay for equal work 
This also includes demands such 
as those for a minimum wage or 
for the abolition of all forms of 
informal, precarious work through 
collectively agreed wages and 
salaries, linked to the need for 
these measures to be monitored by 
committees of the working class, 
especially women wage earners. 


e Autonomy over our bodies 
The right to self-determination 
over our own bodies starts with 
the right to contraception, free, 
safe and freely accessible abortion. 
It also includes protection against 
domestic violence, divorce law, legal 
equality, the massive expansion of 








shelters such as women's refuges, 
and the establishment of self- 
defence committees against violence 
and assaults, which are supported 
by the workers’ movement. 


e Fight against job cuts 
The fight against dismissals must 
also be directed against those of 
women. All legal disadvantages, all 
forms of sexism and discrimination 
in working life must be fought 
offensively. The fight against 
redundancies must be combined 
with that for a massive reduction in 
working hours, so that work can be 
shared out among everyone, both 
men and women. 


Socialisation of domestic work 
Instead of further cuts, we must 
advocate the expansion of schools, 
educational establishments, public 
hospitals, cultural institutions, etc. 
under the control of the working 
class. This is absolutely necessary 
to counteract further rollback and 
the increase in private housework. 
Ultimately, the task is to socialise 
all domestic work so that vital tasks 
such as bringing up children and 
caring for the old and sick no longer 
remain an individual burden for 
women but are tackled collectively. 


e Against sexism and chauvinism 
Women and their demands must 
play a key role in building an 
anti-crisis movement. But their 
oppression in society is all too often 
continued in the reformist and 
bureaucratised workers’ movement. 
Therefore, it is necessary that they 
are able to defend themselves 
against all forms of sexism and 
chauvinism in our class in an 
organised way and that they have 
the right to their own meetings 
(caucuses) like all other socially 
oppressed people in parties or trade 
unions. This is not an obstacle for 
the common struggle of men and 
women of the working class, but 
rather a precondition for a real, 
common struggle against women’s 
oppression and capitalism. 


> This article was translated and first published by the 
German section of the League for the Fifth International in 
Neue Internationale Issue 247, www.arbeiterinnenmacht.de 


> For more international coverage from the League's other 
sections, visit our website www.fifthinternationalorg 
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eorge Floyd was murdered in a brutal and cowardly 
fashion by Minneapolis police officer Derek 
Chauvin on a public street in front of bystanders on 
the morning of May 25th. One of them videoed the 
whole event and now millions worldwide have seen 
it. It has triggered weeks of mass demonstrations 
not just in the USA but around the world, demanding an end to 
state-sanctioned murder and to the impunity granted to the killers. 

His death was no isolated incident. Since January 2015, 5,338 
people have been killed by police. African-Americans make up a 
disproportionate number of victims. Their share of those killed is 
23.5 per cent, in absolute numbers 1,252 people, while their share 
of the population is only 13 per cent. This corresponds to 29 deaths 
per million people in this population group. By way of comparison, 
in the white population there are only twelve deaths per million 
people. Black men are three times more likely to be shot by police 
than white men, and black women are twice as likely to be shot by 
police as white women. These figures alone illustrate the systemic 
character of US racism, especially from the state and repressive 
apparatus. 

Millions of African-Americans are systematically oppressed 
every day - and have been for 400 years. Over the centuries, this 
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has taken different forms, beginning with chattel slavery, 
then after Emancipation by the so-called Jim Crow 
system in the former Confederacy, that is deprivation 
of voting rights, of legal equality and institutional racial 
segregation. Even those who moved north in search 
of jobs and to escape Jim Crow still faced pogroms 
and later ghettoisation there. Although this was partly 
dismantled as a result of the mass mobilisations of the 
1960s civil rights movement, much of that baleful legacy 
remains, not least because the civil rights movement 
leadership sold the movement short for a strategic bloc 
with the Democrats and a junior role in the US ruling 
class. 

The criminalisation of youth and young people in 
particular has been a central axis of racist oppression 
for decades, as Michelle Alexander demonstrates in 
her 2010 book The New Jim Crow. She shows that 
criminalisation of youth and young men by the police, 
courts and the US prison system are central institutions 
for the reproduction of racism, legitimised by, for 
example, the so-called war on drugs. Black people are 
sentenced to prison 14 times as often as white people. 





Even the penalties for drug possession are to a 
certain extent tailored to the criminalisation of youth. 
For example, in some states, the penalty for possession 
of even small amounts of soft drugs, for example, five 
grams of cannabis, is up to five years in prison. 

The targeted criminalisation of blacks makes a 
decisive contribution to the fact that the USA is the 
country with the highest number of prisoners in the 
world (2,121,600 as of May 2020). The proportion of 
black or Hispanic prisoners is about three times as high 
as that of white prisoners. 

Being a convicted felon or ex-convict is tantamount 
to exclusion and marginalisation from civic life; in 
a number of states it means long or even lifetime 
disenfranchisement. 


frican-Americans represent an above- 
average portion of the poorly paid, 
over-exploited strata of the working 
class. They make up a larger part of the 
unemployed and the working poor, that 
is, those who earn barely enough to 
survive. Households of black families have on average 
one-tenth of the assets or reserves of white families. 

Whereas one third of all Americans have a college 
degree, for black people the figure is only 23 per cent. 
They are exposed to far greater health risks because they 
are often excluded from health insurance. Thus, their 
risk of dying from the coronavirus is far greater than 
that faced by the white population. Of the more than 
100,000 corona deaths, about 70 per cent are African 
Americans. The New Jim Crow System reproduces a 
literally deadly oppression for hundreds of thousands. 

It also explains why all the campaigns to reform the 
police have come to nothing, because the real purpose 
of the police, and also the judiciary, the prisons and so 
on, is not only to reproduce the capitalist conditions in 
general, but also a central element of racist oppression. 
Hence the deep-seated racism in the police and security 
apparatus, which is also promoted by incentives, for 
example, bonuses and surcharges for large numbers of 
arrests of black potential criminals. A white cop does 
not have to fear punishment; only about one per cent of 
all killings by US police ever lead to an indictment. 

Hence also the recent rearmament of the US police, 
which in practice amounts to a militarisation of several 
parts of it. It is no wonder that many police units are 
a playground for right-wing radicals, fanatical Trump 
supporters and advocates of the ideology of White 
Supremacy, such as the president of the Minneapolis 
police union. In general, this so-called ‘police union 
is nothing more than a lobby group for racism and 
oppression - it must be driven out of the US trade union 
movement. 





o the murder of George Floyd was not an 
isolated incident, he was one of thousands, of 
millions, of victims of a system. But, this time, 
it proved to be the final straw. In reaction to 
this murder, a mass movement developed 
not just in Minneapolis, but throughout the 
whole USA with demonstrations, blockades and riots, 
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a real rebellion. 

As with all great historical movements, and that is 
what today’s movement in the USA is, it is not really 
possible to determine who exactly triggered it, which 
particular spark ignited the fire, turned the experience 
of oppression into outrage, turned resistance into a mass 
movement. Certainly, the example and the activists of 
BLM played a role in initiating many actions, but the 
mass response was genuinely spontaneous. 

Undoubtedly, ongoing social deprivation and 
the effects of the coronavirus in generating mass 
unemployment and the threat of impoverishment played 
an essential role. Since the outbreak of Coronavirus 
in the USA, 41 million people have been officially 
registered as unemployed, on top of an estimated 7.5 
million unregistered unemployed. Unemployment is 
estimated to be around 20 per cent in May 2020 (official 
figures will not be published until later in June). Blacks 
and Hispanics are disproportionately affected by this 
development, but of course this affects the working 
class as a whole on a scale not seen since the Great 
Depression of the 1930s. In any case, we can safely say 
that the systemic crisis of capitalism itself was a trigger 
for protest. 

Secondly, a mass movement has also emerged in 
recent years, in many respects following on from the 
civil rights movement of the 1960s, including its left 
wing such as Malcolm X and the Black Panther Party. 
It was born in reaction to the murder of blacks by US 
police starting with angry protests in response to the 
acquittal of a vigilante for the killing of Trayvon Martin 
in 2013, then the killing of Michael Brown Jnr by a 
policeman in Ferguson, Missouri in 2014, which led to 
the formation of the Black Lives Matter movement. 

Although many spokespersons of this heterogeneous 
movement can be considered politically left-liberals, 
reformists or radical-democrats, it also arose out of 
deep dissatisfaction with oft-promised reforms and also 
with some of the black representatives in the US who 
were integrated into the Democratic Party. The, at best, 
sobering, experiences and disappointed reform hopes 
under Obama formed an important starting point. 

With the election of Trump, the open racism of 
the leading representatives of US imperialism has 
intensified, taking on directly provocative forms such as 
in Charlottesville in 2017, when the 32-year old anti- 
fascist Heather Heyer was killed by a right-winger and 
19 others were seriously injured. Trump and a fraction of 
US big capital, the petty bourgeoisie and the backward, 
reactionary white workers he represents, put an end to 
the democratic facade of the racist state apparatus. 

Important for understanding the current movement, 
however, is that, under the banner of Black Lives Matter, 
a heterogeneous and loose mass movement emerged, 
which not only denounced deep institutionalised 
racism, but also gave the oppressed an expression, a 
voice, nationwide, as a means of self-empowerment, 
increasing their own self-confidence. 

It is therefore far too short-sighted to see the current 
mass movement merely as an expression of desperation 
and social needs. That is not to deny, of course, that 
there are many desperate people with their backs to the 
wall as a result of unemployment and the pandemic that 





continues to rage. But in recent years, a connection and 
awareness of collective oppression and cohesion has 
also emerged, which finds a common expression in the 
slogan “Black Lives Matter”. 

Everyone counts, no victim of the cops must be 
forgotten. This standing up for one’s own dignity, 
this form of self-empowerment, is closely linked to 
a movement. Only in this way can the oppressed 
constitute themselves as subjects, as social forces, as 
actors. Although we are dealing with a rebellion that 
has many spontaneous traits, it is one that ties in with 
the struggles and experiences of recent years, and also 
represents their continuation, including the lesson that 
it is important to build a mass force, a movement. This 
is what is expressed in the rebellion of the past weeks. 

After the murder of George Floyd, it spread like 
wildfire, not only in Minneapolis and St. Paul, but all 
over the country. In almost all the big cities there were 


mass demonstrations, occupations, confrontations 
with the police, the storming of police stations and also 
looting. 


We should be aware, however, that, according to all 
credible reports, the latter is only a minor aspect, and 
some of it may certainly be the work of provocateurs. 
But we also know that in such rebellions, uprisings or 
outbursts of the oppressed, the looting of markets or 
shops occurs again and again. We have no reason to 
condemn them here or to wish for a ‘peaceful’ rebellion 
without such actions. This will never happen in real life. 
Rather, we should respond indignantly to the feigned 
indignation of the establishment, or by right wing 
or “democratic” pseudo-supporters, and remember 
Bertolt Brecht’s famous question; “What is the robbing 
of a bank compared to the founding of a bank?” Or, 
in terms of the USA: what is petty theft to meet daily 
needs compared to the looting and exploitation of US 
wage earners by supermarket owners, bankers, CEOs, 
financiers and hedge fund speculators like Trump? 

But, to return to the movement; it is overwhelmingly 
a political act of resistance. It spread rapidly and has 
lasted for weeks despite massive repression, curfews 
in dozens of cities, despite the deployment of the 
National Guard by several governors, despite the arrest 
of thousands of protesters. The movement includes 
hundreds of thousands in hundreds of cities and towns; 
it includes not just the black community but people 
from all ethnic groups, including many young people, 
but it has also evoked a great deal of sympathy from the 
working class. 

Trump and the Right are trying to defame the 
movement as a conspiracy by Antifa, demonised as 
affluent white kids paid for by George Soros. This 
absurd antisemitic slander betrays what Trump is really 
frightened of, and not without reason: that the present 
movement could link up with the majority of the US 
working class and drive right wing populists, white 
supremacists and outright fascists, off the streets. And 
this possibility exists. 

Antifa is not a group but a decentralised movement 
of youth who are prepared to physically confront and 
deny “free speech’, that is, intimidation, by the far 
right. The idea that they are “terrorists” is yet another 
proof of Trump’s own sympathy for the far right and 
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his willingness to use them as the cadres of his own 
movement. 

During the coronavirus danger and because of the 
economic crisis, it is not only the petty bourgeoisie 
and right wingers who have taken to the streets, 
demonstrating for the freedom to ruin their own and 
other people’s health. There has also been a considerable 
wave of strikes and actions in the health care system, 
often against the irresponsible policy of prematurely 
lifting the lockdown or against the lack of resources for 
health care. People of colour played an important role 
among these working class struggles. 

No less important is the solidarity from grassroots 
trade unionists and ‘locals’ (union branches) that 
immediately showed solidarity with the movement. 
For example, bus drivers in Minneapolis and New York 
refused to transport police units or those arrested on 
demonstrations. Since then, many more unions have 
sided with the protesters, nailing the lie that the so- 
called white working class are predominantly racist 
and Trump supporters. These examples of worker 


THE WAVE OF INTERNATIONAL 
SOLIDARITY SPARKED BY 
GEORGE FLOYD'S MURDER AND 
THE REPRESSION OF PROTESTS 
SHOWS THAT MILLIONS 
REALISE THE MOVEMENT HAS 
THE POTENTIAL TO BE A GAME- 
CHANGER IN THE USA 


solidarity show that many wage earners understand the 
importance of, and support the movement. 

Important groups on the US left like the Democratic 
Socialists of America (DSA) and the magazine/website 
Jacobin have expressed solidarity and published 
statements that deserve support in many ways. They 
have rejected demands to condemn “violence” by 
demonstrators resisting attacks by the police or the 
National Guard, or to distance ourselves from the 
“looters” as a transparent manoeuvre to divide the 
movement. Many activists from the DSA, the wider US 
left, as well as our comrades from Workers Power US, 
are taking part in the demonstrations. 

The wave of international solidarity shows that 
millions realise that the mass movement in the USA, the 
rebellion, is not only fighting for a cause that demands 
unconditional support, but that it has the potential to be 
a game-changer in the USA: a beacon for an anti-racist, 
left-wing, class-struggle alternative to the right-wing 
and Trump. 

The significance of the movement lies precisely in the 





fact that it represents a left-wing escalation of the crisis 
in the country and that, conversely, it is the crisis of US 
capitalism that opens up the chance for the liberation 
struggle of the racist oppressed and the working class 
to unite. 


he main elements of the current crisis in 

the USA illustrate the political challenges 

and tasks facing the movement, the 

working class and revolutionary socialists: 

The US economy and the world 

economy are in a deep economic and public 

health crisis. The US economy is shrinking massively, 

even bourgeois experts are predicting a decline in GDP 

of five per cent or more by the end of 2020; more than 

40 million have been made unemployed, more than 

100,000 have died from the pandemic, a second wave 

is threatening. Internationally, the US is threatened 

with falling behind China economically. Apart from 

saving its own capital by giving billions in handouts 

and aggressive nationalism, there is no plan. Trump's 

protectionism and trade wars with China and Europe 

and his prolonging of the chaos of the pandemic can 
only deepen the recession. 

The ruling class itself is divided. Trump represents 
only a minority wing of US capital, based on the 
most parasitic and reactionary forces, an increasingly 
aggressive petty-bourgeois movement, on parts of the 
police apparatus and on backward white supremacists, 
which may well develop from a right-wing populist into 
a fascist movement. This fraction is trying to expand 
its own powers in a dictatorial direction. Racism is an 
essential link in his followers’ strategy of escalation and 
suppression of the present movement; it is the central 
means of rallying declassed and demoralised workers 
and the petty bourgeoisie behind an ultra-conservative 
economic policy and an aggressive foreign policy. 

The Trump wing is opposed by a larger part of capital, 
which thinks he goes ‘too far, but which has no clear 
or coherent programme of its own, putting its hopes 
in Biden and the Democrats for lack of an alternative 
rather than from conviction. 

The institutions of the state apparatus are also 
divided. Trump, for example, wants to use the military, 
while the US Army’s General Staff wants to avoid the 
final resort of using the army against its own people. In 
addition, the white petty bourgeoisie itself is moving 
further to the right, losing confidence in the old party 
leadership and also in the institutions of US imperialism. 

It is not only the economy of the USA and the health 
system that finds itself in a deep crisis of legitimacy, but 
also the “democracy” of the ruling class. In short, the 
rulers can no longer rule as they did before, even if it is 
unclear what alternative they will adopt; a more brutal 
repression or a regime of social conciliation. 

The immediate danger is that, faced with massive 
repression by Trump, the liberal leadership of the BLM 
movement, in alliance with the Democrats, will try to 
demobilise the movement from above, diverting it into 
the dead-end of police ‘reform’ from above. 

Although further escalation by the state would not 
solve the fundamental problems of US imperialism, it 
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AGAINST THE BACKDROP OF 
THE DEEP ECONOMIC, SOCIAL 
AND POLITICAL CRISIS, BLACK 
LIVES MATTER HAS GIVEN RISE 
TO A BROADER MOVEMENT 
WHICH HAS THE POTENTIAL 10 
BECOME AN ALTERNATIVE TO 
THE SUFFOCATING REPUBLICAN- 
DEMOCRAT DUOPOLY 


could shift the balance of power in its favour in the short 
term and also during the elections, and thus cannot 
be discounted. However, in conditions of a growing 
mass movement and hegemonic antiracist narrative in 
society, such an attempt at violent repression would be 
likely to create a revolutionary situation, and is therefore 
a course of action that many Republicans would want to 
avoid. Repression generally succeeds when used in the 
final stages of a movement that has failed to win major 
gains and becomes divided and weak. 

While the objective circumstances, above all, the 
split in the ruling class and the crisis of “Democracy”, 
are characteristic of a revolutionary situation, the lack of 
a revolutionary leadership means that, taken as a whole, 
this is what Trotsky described as a pre-revolutionary 
situation. Whether it develops into a revolutionary 
situation cannot be determined in advance, that will be 
decided by class struggle and depends to a large extent 
on the development of the rebellion in the coming 
weeks and months. In principle, however, it can only be 
solved in a revolutionary or counter-revolutionary way. 

The Black Lives Matter movement and the mass 
actions in the whole USA make it clear that, against 
the background of the deepest economic, social and 
institutional crisis, a movement is forming which can be 
an alternative not only to Trump and the Republicans 
but also to the Democratic Party. 


t is therefore important to strengthen the 
movement itself and connect it with the working 
class. To do this, it needs a programme of 
action and organs of struggle; against police 
repression and institutional racism; against mass 
unemployment and the economic crisis; for the 
creation of healthcare resources and measures to prevent 
a further spike in the pandemic. The key demands are: 


e Against state repression 
Release of all prisoners, lifting of curfews, 
withdrawal of the police and National Guard 
from the residential areas of the oppressed, no 
deployment of the army! 


e Justice for all victims of police repression 





Racist killer cops to be brought to justice before 
juries that truly reflect the communities that suffer 
their racism. Even if the four cops responsible for 
his murder are charged and convicted, justice for 
so many victims of the police cannot be left to the 
bourgeois, racist courts. Rather, all these cases 
must be brought before popular tribunals elected 
by the oppressed and the working class. 


Trade union solidarity 

Building on the example of the transport workers, 
we must resist the crackdown on the movement 
and the threat of any military deployment, by 
preparing the ground for a political mass strike, 
up to and including a general strike. We must 
demand this pledge from the individual unions 
like the teachers (NEA), service workers (SEIU), 
auto workers (UAW) Teamsters, as well as the 
AFL-CIO and Change to Win federations. Nor 
must we forget the huge numbers of workers in 
the so-called gig economy, many of whom have 
organised through workers’ centres, the Fight for 
$15 and ad hoc organisers of unofficial strikes in 
warehouses and Walmart stores. 

The call for mass strike action and/or occupations 
must be spread across the entire working class, 
and its implementation prepared. Whilst support 
must be demanded from the leaderships of the 
big unions, we cannot rely on them and should 
not wait for them to start action. 


Form committees of action 

In order to organise the movement and 
lead it, action committees are needed in all 
neighbourhoods, elected at mass meetings, 
responsible to them and recallable by them. The 
same is needed at the enterprise level, especially 
for the preparation and conduct of strikes. 
Delegates from local, state and national levels 
should come together to give the struggle a 
leadership. 


Black and working class self-defence 

Against the threat of repression, we need self- 
defence units of all the racially oppressed and 
the exploited and these must be democratically 
controlled by the movement and its organisations. 
We support all demands, such as “defunding” or 
“disbanding’, that obstruct the ability of the police 
to repress the working class and the oppressed, 
while recognising that, as a central element of 
the state, it can only be totally removed by the 
overthrow of that state. 


For workers’ control 

Against crisis and pandemic, an immediate 
programme is needed, for the continuation 
of vital work and the reorganisation of work 
according to health needs, and a democratic plan 
under workers’ control must be developed and 
implemented. 


Make the rich pay for their crisis 
Instead of state handouts to the big corporations, 
banks and financial funds, we need their 
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expropriation; we need free health care for all, 
the distribution of work to all, a minimum wage 
that secures existence and a minimum income at 
this level for all unemployed, students, sick and 
pensioners. 


Fight for a workers’ government 

Such a programme, including a political general 
strike against any crack-down by Trump or state 
governors, would necessarily raise the question of 
who rules, who should hold the power. The pre- 





revolutionary potential points to the need for a 
revolutionary solution, the seizure of power by 
a workers’ government based on the organs of 
power and struggle of such a general strike. 


hether, and at what pace, such a 

development would take place, or 

whether the movement could be 

suppressed, or at least temporarily 

reintegrated, by the politicians of 

the Democratic party, depends 
essentially on two factors. 

First, the class struggle itself, and the strategy chosen 
by various forces, including the bourgeoisie. It is quite 
possible, for example, that larger parts of US capital 
are trying to get rid of Trump, whether in the elections 
or before, because they themselves have to bear the 
inevitable risks of his policy. They could try to pacify 
the movement by making concessions and also by 
integrating bourgeois or petty-bourgeois forces from it. 

Second, and this is the decisive factor for us, it 
depends on whether the US working class in this 
situation comes closer to solving its own leadership 
crisis, whether it succeeds in building a workers 
party that is a real alternative to Republicans and the 
Democrats, a party that aims not just to democratise or 
reform to improve the US state, but to smash it as an 
instrument of rule and repression for the capitalist class 
and replace it with a council state of the workers and 
oppressed. 

The major obstacle in the way of this development 
is the fact that the working class remains tied to the 
second, more liberal but utterly capitalist, party of the 
bourgeoisie and so too are ‘democratic socialists’ like 
Bernie Sanders and the ‘Squad, Alexandria Ocasio- 
Cortez, Hhan Omar, Ayanna Pressley and Rashida 
Tlaib. The same is also true of the Democratic Socialists 
of America (DSA) which has a half-in, half-out, policy 
with the excuse that electoral “realism” justifies the 
above figures supporting a right wing Democrat like Joe 
Biden as a “lesser evil”. In the more militant new labour 
organisations and the union locals of teachers, transport 
workers etc., there is a growing mood of opposition to 
the subservience of the big federations, AFL-CIO and 
Change to Win, to the Democrats. 

The present crisis shows the burning need for a party 
of class struggle, an anti-racist, indeed a revolutionary, 
party. Mass antiracist and anti-capitalist forces exist and 
are growing in the US today but, to achieve victory, they 
need to find the right goal and effective tactics, in short, 
the right strategy. Only such a party can show the way to 
victory in these struggles. 

The left-wing development of the DSA, the 
rebellion, the workers’ struggles and the openly anti- 
racist appearance of grassroots structures in the unions 
show that there is the potential for such a party today. 
It must therefore be seized now, in the coming period. 
Such a party may well not be fully revolutionary from 
the beginning, but revolutionaries must fight within it 
from the beginning to form a revolutionary wing within 
its ranks, to stand up for a programme of action and try 
to win the majority for a socialist revolution in the USA. 
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ISRAEL-PALESTINE 


Annexation 
delay no 
cause for 
celebration 


With most of the West Bank 
already under de facto Israeli 
sovereignty, delays are about 
politics, not strategy 





BY ROBERT TELLER 


srael’s Netanyahu-Gantz government, 
formed at the end of April and 
consisting of the two major right- 
wing parties, Likud and “Blue- 
White’, announced it would formally 
complete the annexation of the Jordan 
Valley and settlements in the West Bank 
by July 1. These constitute a large part of 
the occupied territories still recognised 
as Palestinian in international law, as well 
as being the basis of the Oslo Accords 
of 1993. This deadline has now been 
postponed but, as we say in German, 
aufgeshoben ist nicht aufgehoben 
(postponed is not abandoned). 

The preconditions for actually 
carrying this out were, on the one hand, 
the “permission” of US imperialism, 
now granted with Trump’s “Deal of the 
Century” and, on the other, the agreement 
between Likud and the “Blue-White” 
party to form a unity government with 
Netanyahu as prime minister and Ganz 
as defence minister until October 2021, 
when they are due to exchange roles. But, 
in a country that has seen three elections 
in one year, there is little certainty this 
deal will be fulfilled and with Trump's 
re-election less and less of a certainty 
there are good reasons for the Israeli 
government to make facts on the ground 
as soon as possible. 

The annexation of the Jordan Valley 
and the settlements was the central 





electoral promise with which Benjamin 
Netanyahu took office. The electoral 
stalemate between Likud and Benny Ganz’s 
“Blue-White” party, which had lasted for a 
year, has now been broken by a reactionary 
unity government of both opponents 
largely thanks to the COVID 19 pandemic 
which is hitting Israel hard, especially its 
ultra orthodox haredim communities. 

The government's aim is now to 
complete what had previously only been 
delayed by the main bone of contention 
between the two parties; the numerous 
corruption trials pending against 
Netanyahu. Before July 1, it was not clear 
whether the annexation would actually be 
only formally declared, whether it would 
be postponed or just limited to some of the 
territories included in Trump’s “deal”. 


Warring allies 


The fact that any formal annexation 
missed its July 1 deadline, if only for the 
time being, in the face of widespread 
protests, is a common pattern in Israeli 
politics, in which aggressive policies are 
often implemented by salami tactics in 
order to avoid sparking huge spontaneous 
mass protests. At the same time, it is a 
courtesy by Israel to those international 
allies who have the greatest difficulty in 
presenting their relations with Israel as 
legitimate in view of relentless step-by-step 
expropriation of Palestinian land. 

History has proved, time and 
again, however, that no strong verbal 
protests have ever led Israel to refrain 
from implementing its strategic goal of 
the total takeover of the Palestinians’ 
homeland. This makes it very clear that 
the Western allies have no problem per se 
with the injustice that lies in the planned 
annexation, but rather seek to avoid the 
public embarrassment that this obvious 
mockery of international law brings. 

Germany’s Foreign Minister, Heiko 
Maas, for example, during his visit to 
Jerusalem, expressed his “serious and 
honest concern, as a very special friend 
of Israel, about the consequences of such 
a move’. The consequences would be to 
finally and irrevocably expose the goal of 
the two-state solution, which has been the 
official position of Western governments 
for 30 years, as a pipe dream; indeed, 
to consign it to the trash can of history. 
Where there is no contiguous land left 
in the hands of Palestinians, there can 
be no state. Since the fraud of the “two- 
state solution” was quite effective both in 
demobilising the Palestinian resistance and 





in whitewashing Israel as a “democratic 
ally” in Western discourse, Maas’ concern 
is understandable. It would no longer be 
possible to deny that a state that annexes 
territories without granting civil rights to 
the population living there, or separates 
the Palestinian population in isolated and 
cut-off wastelands, is indeed guilty of the 
crime of apartheid. 

While Trump’s administration and his 
son-in-law Jared Kushner, author of the 
“deal of the century”, have declared their 
wholehearted support for the annexations, 
the European governments remain divided 
on this. Some support the suspension of 
the EU-Israel Association Agreement, part 
of which was concluded as a component 
of the moribund “Oslo process”. Other 
Eastern European countries (including 
Austria and Hungary) oppose such a 
measure. Consequently, no unanimous 
decision by EU members can become 
effective on this issue. And that suits Israel 
just fine. 


Uncompromising Zionism 


The State of Israel has, in fact, long since 
exercised sole sovereignty over the entire 
West Bank. The bulk of the internationally 
illegal settlements, covering 66 per cent of 
the territory of the West Bank, are in “Area 
C’, so designated in the Oslo accords, and 
are already militarily completely controlled 
and governed by Israel. Oslo Area A is 
under the autonomous administration of 
the Palestinian National Authority with 

its own police force. Lastly, there is Area 
B, administered by the PNA, but occupied 
and controlled by the Israeli army. 

The step of declaring sovereignty de 
jure is therefore symbolic, because its 
content has long since become reality. But 
this symbolic appropriation is also valuable 
to the Palestinian people, finally dispelling 
all the illusions that have dominated the 
debates during the 30 years of the Oslo 
process. It exposes the two-state solution 
for the cynical sham it always was. It 
also reveals the PNA as the wretched 
puppet of the Israelis and likewise the 
surrounding Arab states with their huge 
Palestinian refugee populations (2 million 
in Jordan alone). It therefore adds another 
destabilising factor to a region already 
packed with powder kegs. 

Nevertheless, a further annexation also 
enables the Palestinian resistance forces 
and their supporters in Europe and North 
America to assert beyond the shadow 
of a doubt that Israel's settler colonialist 
strategy leaves no room for any sort of 
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“democratic compromise” and that Israel’s 
bogus “right to self-determination” is in 
fact inextricably tied to denying that right 
to the country’s indigenous inhabitants. 

The Israeli government is well aware 
that the real danger to its plans lies not 
in the attitude of its international allies 
or the corrupt PNA, but in the mass 
resistance of the Palestinians, who will 
never accept annexation, and their massive 
support worldwide. The government, and 
its Zionist supporters in the imperialist 
heartlands, fear a new intifada, and the 
international BLM movement reminds 
them that state racism causes an 
irrepressible anger which could once again 
break out in Palestine. 

The planned annexation could herald 
the end of the carefully constructed 
division of labour between Israel and the 
PNA. Representatives of the Authority 
have announced that, in protest, among 
other things they will suspend their 
“security cooperation” (i.e. coordination 
with Israeli security forces, extradition of 
prisoners, etc.) and stop regular payments 
to their own employees and officials in the 
West Bank and Gaza Strip. These “threats” 
which, incidentally, have been made 
several times before, but have hardly ever 
been carried out, prove that the Palestine 
Authority has no sovereignty whatsoever. 
It is no more than an executive arm of 
the occupying power and its actions are 
limited to ceasing to perform this function 
- as Hussein al-Sheikh, Fatah member and 
responsible for cooperation with Israel 
in the Autonomy Authority, announced: 
“Every day, I'll be retreating from my 
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NETANYAHU MAPS OUT HIS ANNEXATION PLAN 


responsibilities. I am telling the Israelis, 
if this situation continues, you will have 
to take full responsibility as an occupying 
power. It could go back to like it was before 
Oslo.” 

Such announcements, nevertheless, 
do prove the important point that the 
official assumption of sovereignty by 
Israel removes the basis for the Authority’s 
actual function of keeping the Palestinian 
movement in check. This could enable a 
new beginning within the movement, open 
the way for a new generation of activists, 
and put an end to the fraud organised by 
Fatah, Hamas and other leaders of the 
Palestinian movement, freeing it from the 
false dogma of the two-state solution. 


Palestinian Authority 


The bankruptcy of the PNA is the 
necessary result of the political orientation 
towards the two-state solution by the 
leading PLO factions, based on the good 
graces of US and EU imperialism. This 
policy contributed decisively to the 

defeat of the Second Intifada, 2000-2005, 
and since then has left the Palestinian 
movement in a passive agony. A new 
Palestinian mass movement must reject 
the co-administration of the occupation 
and try to include all Palestinians, 
whether living in the pre-1948 areas, in 
the post-1967 West Bank, in the Gaza 
Strip or the Diaspora in the neighbouring 
countries, and win them over to the goal 
of fighting for a single state in the whole of 
Palestine; “from the River to the Sea” as the 





liberation slogan goes. 

This state must grant equal rights 
to all its inhabitants, whether Jews, 
Palestinians or other nationalities, and it 
must unconditionally accept the right of 
return for the refugees. The Palestinian 
bourgeoisie is politically completely 
discredited and will not play the decisive 
role in this struggle. It is the task of 
revolutionaries to win the youth, the 
workers and the poor for the goal of a 
one-state solution and to fight within 
the movement for the position that 
such a state can only be achieved as a 
socialist one, hand in hand with the mass 
movements of other countries, and as part 
of a socialist federation of the Middle East. 
For this, a programme of action is needed 
that combines the struggle for immediate 
goals, that is, against the daily harassment 
of the occupation, with the struggle for a 
socialist, multi-national state of Palestine. 

Internationalists worldwide must 
work in the workers’ movements of 
their different countries to condemn the 
annexation policy, to end all support for 
the State of Israel, giving the Palestinian 
movement all the support necessary and 
possible. In so doing we will face the 
false accusations orchestrated by Israeli 
embassies around the world against 
prominent supporters of the Palestine 
cause such as Jeremy Corbyn, the former 
leader of Britain's Labour Party, and 
prominent Jewish socialists who supported 
him. Presenting a lifelong antiracist 
as a racist, and Labour as a cesspit of 
antisemitism, played a vital part in the 
victory of a genuine, lifelong racist, Boris 
Johnson, with a huge majority. 

Whilst the connection between 
Zionism’s repeated attacks against the 
Palestinians and its support for domestic 
reactionaries in Europe and North 
America has been revealed time and 
again, this is not to claim Zionism is the 
fountain of world reaction, which is a 
reflection of the real antisemitic “Jewish 
world conspiracy”. Rather, the real sources 
lie in the actions of the rival imperialist 
powers, now including Russia and China, 
but it is true that Israel plays an important 
auxiliary role as the West’s gendarme in 
the Middle East. This, in turn, gives it a 
strong leverage on governments in Europe 
and the USA to support its expansions, 
even when they bring difficulties in 
Washington, London or Berlin. 





Robert Teller is a member of Arbeiterinnenmacht, the German 
section of the League for the Fifth International. 








SUMMER 2020 RED FLAG MAGAZINE 25 





INTERNATIONAL 








China moves 
to liquidate 
democratic 
opposition 


For the Communist Party, 

the prospect of disaffection 
and disloyalty in Hong Kong 
is a small price to pay for 
insulating the rest of the 
country from the contagion of 
democracy 





INTERNATIONAL SECRETARIAT 


n July 1, Beijing’s National 

Security Law (NSL) was 

imposed on Hong Kong. 

It extends the laws against 

“sedition, conspiracy and 
collusion with foreign powers” that already 
operate within “mainland” China to Hong 
Kong. The law also means that the internal 
“security” agencies will now operate in 
Hong Kong as well. They will not be 
answerable to the police or courts there 
and will be able to arrest and deport to 
the mainland Hong Kong citizens who, in 
their view, violate the draconian new law. 


Democracy 


Ever since the proposal for the new law 
was announced in May, it has been made 
very clear that its purpose was to bring to 
an end the series of huge pro-democracy 
demonstrations that have shaken the 
territory in recent years. Indeed, since 
disagreement with the law is itself likely 
to be interpreted as seditious, it effectively 
negates even the very limited democracy 
of the existing system. 





The manner of its enactment was as 
undemocratic as its content; adopted by 
unanimous vote behind closed doors 
before its wording was made public. 

On the same day, the anniversary 
of the return of Hong Kong to Chinese 
sovereignty, thousands marched through 
its streets in what has become the 
“traditional” demonstration demanding 
full democratic rights and, in particular, a 
democratically elected Legislative Council 
and Executive. 

Within hours, 370 demonstrators had 
been taken into custody, 9 of them charged 
under the new law, the text of which was 
still unseen in HK. Today, July 8, schools 
were ordered to prevent all expressions 
of support for the democratic movement. 
Some idea of what the future could hold 
is given by the character and record of 
Beijing's new head of security in HK, 
Zheng Yanxiang, who oversaw the bloody 
suppression of demonstrations in Wukan 
in 2011. 

Much has been made of the assertion 
that the imposition of mainland law is 
a flouting of the agreement struck with 
the British which declares that Hong 
Kong will retain its autonomy until 2047 
under the “one country, two systems” 
formula. British complaints, however, are 
thoroughly hypocritical - the British state 
allowed no democratic rights in its “Crown 
Colony” until the very end of its 150 year 
rule and is today the main arms supplier 
to, for example, Saudi Arabia, whose 
citizens, not to mention its immigrant 
workforce, have far fewer rights than the 
people of Hong Kong. 

The workers of all countries, however, 
have every right, and every reason, to 
oppose and condemn this latest dictatorial 
decree from Xi Jinping. Coming in 
the wake of the vicious repression of 
the Uighurs of Xinjiang, including the 
now notorious concentration camps, it 
completes the picture of an aggressive 
imperialist power that intends to obliterate 
any semblance of opposition within 
its borders. It also serves to bully and 
intimidate other states into suppression 
of any open criticism of the dictatorial 
Chinese regime. 

Nonetheless, Beijing’s motivation in 
Hong Kong differs from the other cases. 
In Xinjiang, as in Tibet, Beijing's priority 
is geo-strategic; the consolidation and 
strengthening of borderlands, including by 
the displacement of the indigenous peoples 
through mass population transfers of Han 
Chinese. In Xinjiang, this is reinforced by 
the prospect of economic development 
based on the known mineral resources of 





the region. 

In Hong Kong, the issues are more 
clearly political. Because of its particular 
history, the territory’s political culture 
is unlike that of the rest of China and, 
potentially, a source of instability and 
opposition. Though not a democracy, 
British colonialism allowed for “the rule 
of law” especially in respect of capitalist 
property rights, plus a degree of freedom 
of speech and other human rights. This is 
what is now under attack. 

The Communist Party of China, 
headed by Xi, is well aware that its 
restoration of capitalism since the 1990s 
has created very powerful and potentially 
conflicting forces within society. Its entire 
political purpose is to contain those forces 
by its apparatus of control. That is the 
rationale behind the otherwise irrational 
and wasteful systems of censorship and 
surveillance, from the Great Firewall 
to facial recognition technology. The 
demands for free and fair elections in 
Hong Kong which, for probably a majority 
of Hong Kongers, are no more than a 
route to more efficient and responsible 
local government, really are a threat to the 
whole CPC regime. 

This is not because of what such an 
elected government might do but because 
its very existence would be a permanent 
denial of the CPC’s constitutional right 
to rule. Particularly at a time when 
the downturn of the industrial cycle 
has coincided with the impact of the 
coronavirus pandemic, such a challenge 
cannot be tolerated by the regime. 

In the long term, Beijing expects 
to erode the identity of Hong Kong by 
integration into the “Greater Bay Area” 
which also includes other major cities 
such as neighbouring Shenzhen. In the 
short term, it is understood that the 
suppression of democracy is very likely 
to lead to disaffection and even disloyalty 
but that is considered a small price to pay 
for insulating the rest of China from the 
contagion of democratic rights. 

That is why the National Security Law, 
with its reference to collusion with foreign 
powers, has been imposed. If democratic 
opponents of the CPC can be characterised 
as agents of foreign powers trying to 
undermine the country’s rapid progress, 
then so much the weaker will be their 
influence within the country as a whole, 
and that is what the CPC fears most. 

In this respect, those on the fringes 
of the democracy movement who call for 
Independence are playing into Xi’s hands 
but the hope of the mainstream of the 
movement that British imperialism will 
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come their aid is also misguided. Britain 
is in no position to apply force to China, 
even if it wanted to, and Boris Johnson 
does not expect to honour his promise 
of entry into Britain for 3 million Hong 
Kongers and, in any event, entrance does 
not mean citizenship. 

Equally, while the USA may choose 
to inflict more serious sanctions on 
China, this would just drag the people of 
Hong Kong into the developing trade- 
war-cum-cold-war between the two 
imperialists. Indeed, it could prove a step 
towards something far worse with more 
US warships despatched to the region to 
bolster anti-Beijing regimes. 

Regrettably, the leaders of the 
democracy movement in Hong Kong 
have failed to draw the necessary strategic 
conclusions from the experience of recent 
years. The most important of these is 
that their most powerful potential ally 
is not any foreign power, near or far, but 
their own compatriots, above all the huge 
working class, just across the border of the 
“Special Administrative Region” 

In response to Xi’s new laws, socialists 
in Hong Kong will recognise that the 
relatively greater freedom they retain, in 
comparison to the mainland, allows them 
to redouble their efforts to establish and 
strengthen ties with the unofficial workers’ 
movement in neighbouring Guangdong 
province and beyond. 

The oncoming economic difficulties 
will ensure opportunities to develop 
politically independent and democratically 
organised workers’ organisations. Within 
them, socialists will raise a programme 
that combines immediate and transitional 
economic and social demands on the 
capitalists and the state and fight for the 
formation of a workers’ party that can lead 
the struggle to overthrow not only the 
bureaucratic CPC but also the capitalism 
that it restored. 

Around the world, socialists should 
support the struggle to defend democratic 
and workers’ rights in Hong Kong and call 
for their extension to the whole of China. 
They should condemn China’s repressive 
actions both within and around its borders 
while opposing the actions and sanctions 
of the other imperialists when they cite 
Chinese repression as an excuse for their 
own aggression. 

All such measures, and counter- 
measures, part of the developing 
inter-imperialist rivalry, not only cause 
economic chaos but lead to the prospect of 
outright military conflict, which would be 
disastrous for the whole of humanity. 





PAKISTAN 


Solidarity 
with Baloch 
students 





BY BEBERG BALOCH 


This statement has been 
published in solidarity 
with the Baloch Student 
Organisation 


alochistan has witnessed mass 
upheavals throughout the 
province after what has become 
known as the Dannuk Incident. 
Angry but peaceful crowds 
chanted slogans against the oppressive 
regime and their hired death squads, 
which have been involved in murders 
of common people, kidnapping for 
ransom and various criminal activities. 
Demonstrators demanded justice for four- 
year old Bramsh Baloch, whose mother 
Malik Naz was killed few days ago by 
members of death squad during a burglary 
in their house in Kech. 

Representatives of the Balochistan 
Government have claimed in the 
mainstream media that law and order 
in the province is under control. But 
incidents are occurring on a daily basis 
and the patrols of paramilitaries in civilian 
areas tell another story. On the one hand, 
the rulers pretend to call for peace but, on 
the other, death squads are trained and 
protected under their shadow. How can 
death squads be so powerful and operate 
with complete impunity? Who funds 
and facilitates them? Where is the civil 
administration? These are all questions 
that have been raised in the past, but stand 
out clearly in front of the whole world 
after Malik Naz sacrificed her life resisting 
them. It’s not as if people didn't know 
about all this, but fear and restrictions by 
oppressors curbed them from speaking 
and taking an open stand. The killing of 
Malik Naz, pictures and videos of Bramsh’s 





injuries hit the Baloch people like a shock 
wave. They feel pain and humiliation and 
come out for justice for Bramsh Baloch. 
This broke the fear of oppressive state and 
its death squads. 

The role of death squads in the region 
is to protect the interests of Narco- 
traffickers, who somehow make it into the 
parliament as well. The market structure 
in Balochistan is quite different from the 
rest of the world, therefore such killers 
are hired by white collar authorized 
people (state officials?) to carry out their 
black deeds. From human trafficking to 
extortion, from dealing narcotics to other 
heinous crimes, armed killers operate to 
protect them and create chaos in society. 
Although it should be that criminals are 
afraid, instead the fear was indoctrinated 
into the common people, who are 
struggling for mere survival. We cannot 
understand all this without understanding 
the role of the state, patronising 
these gangs for attacking, killing and 
pressurizing the Baloch people’s struggle 
for their democratic rights. 

The chain of protests held in Gwadar, 
Turbat, Quetta, Awaran, Naseerabad, 
Karachi and other places created a new 
wave in Baloch society. The fear died 
and the tradition of resistance against 
oppression revived as people no longer 
bow to the murderers and their arms. 
While it was the Dannuk incident that 
sparked the revolt in Baloch society, it has 
very deep roots and causes. The Baloch 
people face racism and if they raise their 
voice for democratic rights, they have only 
one fate and that is forced abductions and 
humiliated bodies. This is the situation 
from which the Baloch movement is 
rising. It needs international solidarity 
from working class, socialist parties and 
anti-racist movements internationally. 
Before these hired killers throw the society 
into further chaos and conflict, there is a 
need for the disarmament of the oppressor 
and peace for the oppressed. 

As far as the parliamentary forces are 
concerned here, they have been busy in 
point scoring and politics with party flags. 
It’s not that they have not condemned 
the Dannuk Incident, but Balochistan 
needs much more. The parliamentary 
political parties do not hold the capacity 
of providing any political programme and 
showing conscious direction to the public. 
Therefore, Baloch society stands in need 
of a young leadership, which could be able 
to direct and lead the masses with a clear 
stance instead of the rotten ideas of present 
parties, who can only offer tall claims with 
their clouded narrative. 
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The protests are not an end to this 
tragedy, that is for sure, and the people 
coming out for justice have a clear stance 
against the death squads. The authorities 
have to learn that fear and collaboration 
with hired killers must not go on further 
as everything is exposed. Malik Naz is 
no more and Bramsh cannot remove the 
tragedy from her unconscious brain, but 
the people of Balochistan have woken up. 

Despite the challenges that Balochistan 
is facing today, it is essential to link up 
internationally and let the people around 
the world listen to its miseries. Baloch 
Students’ Organisation appeals to the 
masses throughout the world to express 
solidarity with Bramsh and the Baloch 
nation. 


UNITED STATES 


Trump toys 
with police 
state 


A united front of labor 
and BLM needed to halt 
crackdown 





BY WORKERS POWER USA 


aced with the prospect of a 
landslide defeat in the November 
presidential elections, Donald 
Trump has moved to rally his base 
by launching a massive crackdown 
against Black Lives Matter protesters. 

On the basis of a presidential order to 
‘protect federal property, he has deployed 
Border Patrol Tactical Units (BORTAC) 
from the Mexican frontier to the streets of 
Portland and Chicago. 

These units, whose day job is hunting 
down ‘illegal’ immigrants, are loyal to 
the president's racist agenda, and more 
importantly, under his direct control. Now 
they are acting as the president’s shock 
troops. Heavily armed snatch-squads in 
unmarked vehicles are kidnapping and 
assaulting civilians. 





While playing music from a speaker, 
26 year old Donavan LaBella’s skull was 
fractured by an impact munition fired 
by a federal US Marshal. A 53 year old 
Navy veteran was filmed being beaten 
senseless by baton-wielding officers. A self- 
desribed ‘wall of moms’ was tear-gassed 
while forming a protective shield between 
protesters and the federal goon squads. 

Widely seen as criminally responsible 
for the world’s worst coronavirus outbreak, 
and overseeing an economic slump of 
historic proportions, Trump made clear 
this terror campaign against his opponents 
is a central tactic of his election strategy. 

“We're looking at Chicago, too. We're 
looking at New York,’ he said. “All run by 
very liberal Democrats. All run, really, by 
the radical left. This is worse than anything 
anyone's ever seen,” he continued. “And you 
know what? If Biden got in, that would be 
true for the country. The whole country 
would go to hell” (Washington Post) 

Some Democrats need no further 
encouragement. New York Mayor Bill 
de Blasio sent in baton-wielding cops to 
clear the City Hall Encampment, which, 
revealing the inherent weakness of all such 
‘occupy style tactics, had dwindled to 100 
or so down from thousands in June. 

The president, who showed his yellow 
streak when he cowered in a White House 
bunker as a peaceful BLM rally filed past, 
hopes to shore up his electoral base by 
posing as a strong man. 

Now Philadelphia, Detroit, Baltimore 
and Oakland - all centres of the ongoing 
BLM and anti-government protests, have 
been listed for the same treatment as 
Portland. 

Unless he is stopped, this promises to 
be the most severe assault on US citizens’ 
democratic rights since the Palmer raids 
after the First World War, in which 
hundreds of mostly Italian and Jewish 
immigrant labor activists were arrested and 
deported. 

While Democratic mayors and 
governors file legal challenges and issue 
press releases, Trumps is unleashing an 
open ‘strategy of tension’ in which the 
supposed violence of protesters is used 
to justify the use of the presidency’s 
extensive executive powers to override the 
constitutional rights supposedly guaranteed 
to US citizens. 

Enmeshed in a crisis of his own 
making, Trumps only way out is to conduct 
the election in the febrile atmosphere of 
civil war. His new campaign organizer Bill 
Stephen has already described Joe Biden as 
“the hapless tool of the extreme left”. 

But even if Trump loses in November, 





a constitutional crisis threatens if he 
denounces the results as “fake news”. The 
45th president of the United States has used 
his years in office to cultivate an amorphous 
mass following that reaches beyond 
traditional conservative Republicans to 
embrace the extreme right wing of the 
political spectrum associated with the so- 
called ‘alt-right’ around Breitbart and Steve 
Bannon. In In conditions of a new Great 
Depression these could quickly crystallize 
into a genuine fascist movement. 

Against this turn to quasi-dictatorial 
form of government depending only on 
appeals to constitutional niceties is like 
bringing a knife to a gun fight. 

‘The answer to Trump, to a viciously 
racist police force, to mass unemployment 
such as we have not witnessed since the 
1930, is not Joe Biden, or even Bernie 
Sanders, who now backs him. The 
programmes either of Clinton-style 
Democrats or Scandinavian-style Social 
Democracy cannot drain the swamp of 
racism and cut-throat capitalism out of 
which Trump and his movement emerged. 

On 20 July, in 200 cities, 60 different 
trade unions and campaigns, participated 
in a day of action in support of BLM. Such 
symbolic actions are a start, but organising 
for the systemic change we need - against 
the Democrats and Republicans - means 
building a party of our own. 

What we need is a mass force, 
capable of facing up to police repression 
and crushing the freelance racists and 
fascists, organized into a party based on 
the working class and all the racially and 
socially oppressed, which can lead the 
struggle that has opened up with Black 
Lives Matter and the new labor struggles 
of the past few years, from resistance to 
revolution. 

A first step nationwide, but above all in 
the cities threatened by Trumps’ occupation 
forces, must be mass mobilizations, 
protected by armed and disciplined self- 
defence organisations to surround, isolate 
and force their withdrawal and humiliate 
the dime store dictator in the White House. 

The immediate slogans of the 
movement must be: 

e Immediate release of all arrested 
protesters 

e Disband the border forces and 
special police units 

¢ Community and labor self-defence 
units under democratic control 

¢ Form councils of action to 
coordinate between BLM and 
organized labor to shut down cities 
occupied by Trump’s stormtroopers 
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BOOKS 


The Great 
Poll Tax 
Robbery 


Can't Pay, Won't Pay: The 
Fight to Stop the Poll Tax by 
Simon Hannah 





BY BERNIE MCADAM 


o mark the 30th anniversary 

of the Trafalgar Square Poll 

Tax demo-turned-riot, Simon 

Hannah has produced an 

excellent and enthralling 
account of the epic struggle that helped 
seal the fate of Margaret Thatcher’s flagship 
policy and indeed her own demise as 
well. The Poll Tax rebellion was the Iron 
Lady’s last stand against the working class, 
coming on the back of three terms of office 
which had seen her defeat section after 
section of workers most notably against 
the vanguard of the labour movement in 
the Great Miners’ Strike of 1984-85. 

The opening chapter reminds us of 
the last time such a Poll Tax had been 
introduced here in 1377-81, which 
provoked mass uprisings among the 
peasantry as well as the beheading of the 
king’s Chancellor and the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. Brutal repression followed but 
the idea of a Poll Tax didn’t emerge again 
until Thatcher 600 years later! Of course 
she preferred the less historically loaded 
label of Community Charge rather than 
Poll Tax. 

Simon goes on to accurately paint the 
Poll Tax as ‘designed to be the triumphant 
final nail in the coffin of local government 
as any kind of progressive instrument of 
wealth redistribution. Opposition from 
left wing councils fighting against rate 
capping had punctuated Thatcher’s reign 
and she had been determined through 
Tory legislation to attack the financial and 
political autonomy of local government. 

So the existing rates system, based 
on the nominal rental value of property, 
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CAN'T PAY 


WON'T PAY 


The Fight | 5” 
yo , 


to Stop the 
Poll Tax 


By SIMON HANNAH 


This book marks the 30th anniversary of the Poll 
- Tax rebellion, It’s the first comprehensive history 

eunemployed | of a social movement that helped bring down one 
te powerful British prime ministers of the 
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was to be replaced by a ‘charge’ on all 
individuals over the age of 18 for the 
services the council would provide 
irrespective of ability to pay. Simon 
demonstrates how this tax, essentially a 
regressive form of taxation, was a clear 
piece of class legislation putting the burden 
of paying for welfare services on working 
class people undermining the principle 
that tax should be based on income, wealth 
and ability to pay. As Dave Nellist Labour 
MP put it, ‘Robin Hood in reverse - a 
wealth transfusion from the poor to the 
rich. 

In short the Poll Tax was a massive 
attack on workers’ living standards. The 
low paid, pensioners and the unemployed 
would be hit the hardest. All households 
with more than two adults would be 
hammered including many black families 
living in large households and on lower 
pay. Similarly women would suffer either 
as low paid workers or due to their caring 
role for a relative who will also have to pay 
some or all of the Poll Tax. 

Thatcher decided to roll out the Poll 
Tax in Scotland first of all, as a testing 
ground for its wider implementation in 
Britain. Scotland would never forgive the 





Tories for this. Of course the Poll Tax was 
a class attack but Thatcher managed to give 
it a national dimension in Scotland by her 
treatment of the Scots as guinea pigs. The 
Scottish National Party, nowhere near as 
strong as they are now and playing second 
fiddle to Labour then, certainly accepted 
this ‘gift from heaven’ with open arms. 

The SNP surprise victory at the Govan 
by election in 1988 confirmed this nascent 
trend. It also shone a light on Labour's 
record on the Poll Tax in Scotland. Ina 
sign of things to come the SNP found it 
immensely productive to tack to the left of 
Labour. They didn't have to try too hard. 
Labour opposed the tax but reflecting their 
rightward moving national leadership 
under Kinnock would countenance 
no effective action to sabotage its 
implementation. No change from 
Kinnock’s betrayal of the miners and so 
begins the decline of Labour in Scotland. 

The Scottish Labour Party conference 
in 1988 voted down a non-payment 
motion, mainly as a result of the bloc 
vote from the trade unions. The majority 
of CLPs were in favour. The conference 
backed the right of individuals not to 
pay but steered clear of an immediate 
campaign of mass defiance, courtesy 
again of the Scottish TUC. They opted for 
a ‘committee of 100’ non-paying public 
figures, only matched by the equally 
redundant SNP’s and Morning Star's 
scheme of 100,000 well off non-paying 
Scots. 

Labour’s support (and the CPGB’s) 
for the Stop It campaign correlated with 
their style of ineffective protest politics 
alongside the hope that legal action might 
pay off but no support for direct action. 
The SNP conference supported non- 
payment, outflanking Labour and the trade 
union leaders. 

To the left of both came Tommy 
Sheridan’s Militant (still within the Labour 
Party) and many other activists that 
eventually built the Anti Poll Tax Unions 
(APTUs) with a simple but popular 
message ‘can’t pay, won't pay. Indeed when 
Sheridan and dozens of Pollock APTU 
members applied to join Labour, the local 
CLP turned them away, precipitating 
Militant’s move to set up the Scottish 
Socialist Party. 


Early resistance 


The resistance began in Scotland and was 
soon to be followed by the rolling out 
of the Poll Tax in England and Wales. 
Northern Ireland was unaffected and 
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continued with the rates system. 

Initially there were attempts to refuse 
to register for the tax and Simon reminds 
us that one left group Socialist Organiser 
argued against this, but so did the more 
influential Militant, saying they should 
register and concentrate exclusively on 
non-payment. But there were hundreds of 
thousands in Scotland in 1988 and later in 
the rest of Britain who refused to register. 
Very few were prosecuted for this and a 
well-organised mass campaign of non- 
registration could have caused chaos to 
Tory and Labour run authorities trying to 
prosecute masses of people. It could have 
struck an early blow to the Tories. 

Of course the key action of non- 
payment followed and we are treated to a 
comprehensive if not thrilling account of 
the mounting mass character of the non- 
payment campaign. Also we have a grim 
exposition of the failings and the obstacles 
that the Labour Party placed in the way 
of the movement including suspending 
recalcitrant Labour councillors. Trade 
union leaders were just as bad and stymied 
any efforts to push for industrial action 
against the implementation of the tax; 
they even called on union members not to 
attend APTU demonstrations! 


Don’t pay 

The ease with which APTUs could be 
established reflected the deep-seated 
revulsion that working class people felt. At 
their height meetings, even at a local ward 
level, could attract hundreds of working 
class residents. Apart from organising non- 
payment, demonstrations and protests 
were held that clashed with police and 
stopped bailiffs on the estates. A national 
Federation was formed to coordinate the 
mushrooming APTUs. Militant became 
the dominant political voice in the “Fed”, 
as it became known. 

It is noted with justification that 
Militant exerted a top-heavy bureaucratic 
grip on the Fed. They refused on occasions 
to work with APTUs that were not 
focussed on non-payment as a winning 
strategy or were led by other political 
voices not under their control. Despite 
this the mass character of the campaign 
ensured a certain degree of autonomy and 
initiative for lots of local groups. 

There is no doubting Militant’s single- 
minded determination to build the non- 
payment campaign but there were serious 
political problems with their approach 
not just organisational. This certainly was 
reflected in their attitude to the events at 





the huge Trafalgar Square Poll Tax demo 
of 200,000 that ended in a full-scale riot 

in March 1990. Militant should have seen 
this coming, as the month before local 
Town Hall demonstrations up and down 
the country (most notably in Hackney) 
had descended into police-provoked angry 
clashes. 


The Demo 


The demo was a huge mobilisation of 
working class anger at the Poll Tax. It came 
under ferocious attack from the police, 
using cavalry charges and heavily armed 
riot squads. Many activists resisted and the 
Home Secretary reported that 374 police 
had been injured alongside 86 members 
of the public, with 339 arrests and 250 
reports of damage to property. There was a 
howl of outrage from the government and 
the media and of course Labour regarding 
the violence of the ‘mob’ and anarchists. 
Labour's Roy Hattersley even called on the 
state to crack down on the SWP! 

Amazingly Militant, as the leadership 
of the Federation, joined in as well and 
condemned the violence of the marchers. 
They absolved the police from blame and 
witch-hunted anarchists and the rest of 
the left for their part in defending the 
march against the police onslaught. This 
is no exaggeration; Steve Nally, national 
secretary of the Fed, went on TV that very 
evening, promising to ‘name names, which 
could only be taken to mean pointing out 
activists to the police. 

Clearly the police tactics of clearing 
Trafalgar Square by force set the scene 
for the looting later on in the West End 
as marchers were chased in all directions. 
Certainly looting cannot be condoned but 
the responsibility for the violence rested 
with the police. Red Flag’s precursor 
Workers Power, in its statement a day 
later, correctly put the blame on the state 
arguing: 

“We should campaign for the APTUs to 
set up their own organised and disciplined 
workers’ defence squads for all future 
demonstrations as well as to conduct 
the fight against warrant sales. Militant’s 
refusal to do this did disarm thousands 
of people on the demo and will disarm 
thousands more in the months ahead 
when they face up to the reality of bailiffs 
raiding their homes and seizing their 
possessions. 

Indeed the immediate task after the 
demo was to build a defence campaign for 
the 339 arrested, some of whom were to 
languish in jail for some time, rather than 





excuse state violence. 


Poll Tax poleaxed 


Clearly the non-payment struggle was 
massive. Between 1990 and 1991 there 
were 4.7 million summonses and 3.3 
liability orders; many were jailed. In total 
between 14 and 18 million people refused 
to pay the Poll Tax, ie. more than any 
party has ever won in votes at a general 
election! It was becoming apparent even 
to a number of Tories that Thatcher’s Tax 
was ‘uncollectable’ The battle of Trafalgar 
Square was the culmination of a number 
of clashes between protestors and police 
inside and outside of Council Chambers 
across Britain. 

Despite the mass revulsion trade 
unions, though opposed to the Poll Tax, 
had remained inactive. Individual trade 
union branches had stepped up to the 
mark as with Greenwich NALGO housing 
workers who walked out when sackings 
resulted from a refusal to collect the 
Tax. Workers Power built a number of 
workplace-based APTUs in the face of 
management threats. There were other 
actions as well but this was the exception 
rather than the rule. 

Only a small number of revolutionary 
socialists put mass workers’ strike action 
at the centre of their campaigning. Mass 
strike action, up to and including a general 
strike, should have been an integral part of 
the campaign, alongside non-payment to 
stop the tax. Workers Power adopted this 
approach calling for Councils of Action, 
which could draw on the anger of local 
community groups in an alliance with the 
organised working class. 

At the second conference of the Fed, 
our Birmingham supporter Anthony 
Adshead likened the non-payment 
campaign to a guerrilla war, necessary but 
insufficient for decisive victory, and called 
for the “Howitzer of the general strike to be 
rolled onto the field. Despite tremendous 
applause, we lost the vote due to Militant’s 
opposition. 

Simon correctly assesses Militant’s 
role of ‘single-minded focus on the non- 
payment strategy’ as having limitations 
in that the campaign never unleashed 
wider social forces. This was because the 
lack of workers taking action ‘ensured 
that the flows of power, profit and wealth 
that are the lifeblood of capitalism were 
never really threatened. Although the Tax 
was ditched without industrial action in 
the end, the manner of its demise saw no 
stemming of the ‘overall long-term decline 
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of the British workers’ movement or of the 
socialist left, not even Militant! 

Crucially though the Poll Tax 
campaign was the main factor that got rid 
Thatcher, it failed to get rid of the Tories. 
The tragedy was that it was an inner circle 
of Tories that sealed her fate and not the 
mass of workers. This was set against a 
background of a recession, deep divisions 
over Europe within the Cabinet, the 
loss of support in vital marginals in the 
Midlands as well as the unpopularity of 
the Poll Tax. 

John Major became the new Tory 
prime minister and months later 
Heseltine announced the withdrawal of 
the hated tax for two years later in 1993. 
Poll Tax bills still had to be paid and 
for several years after courts were still 
imprisoning people for non-payment. ‘It 
was not until 1999 in England and Wales 
that the billions in uncollected Poll Tax 
were finally written off 

For Workers Power at the time the 
key lesson was that if the potential for 





workers’ action as displayed by the 
marathon Greenwich housing workers’ 
strike had been exploited on a national 
scale then it might have been possible 
to turn the Tories’ orderly retreat into a 
rout. Instead they won the next election! 
If the Fed had fought for strike action 

to protect non-payers, strike action 
against collection and workers self- 
defence against the bailiffs then a fight 
to turn passive non-payment into active 
resistance in the workplaces could have 
driven the Tories from office in a massive 
class battle. 

For Militant it exposed their 
centrism, i.e. their vacillation between 
revolutionary and reformist politics. 
Unlike the SWP, who initially denounced 
the non-payment even as a tactic due 
to their mistaken ‘downturn’ theory, 
they took a bold initiative to advocate 
breaking the law. But when faced with 
the responsibility of leading a mass 
movement, they swiftly accommodated to 
pacifism in the face of the police and to 





the bureaucracy in the trade unions. 

If they had placed their faith in the 
working class, they could have defeated 
both - and caused a massive political 
crisis, causing both the Tories and 
Kinnock’s Labour Party to have to face the 
ire of a mobilised mass movement. If they 
had allowed the movement to breathe, 
instead of bureaucratically smothering 
it, they would have found creativity and 
courage in abundance. The telephone 
trees used to mobilise neighbours to defy 
the bailiffs could have formed the basis of 
workers’ defence corps, workplace APTUs 
the basis for a rank and file movement in 
the unions. 

But that was unfortunately the path 
not taken. However, do buy and read 
Simon Hannah's most worthy account of 
this popular rebellion. The book serves 
as a timely reminder that if the working 
class is to defend itself it cannot afford to 
wait for Labour. It must rely on its own 
power and independent organisation as 
much as holding its leaders to account. 
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